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Government-caused 
Housing Problems 


For almost 30 years, I have lived in a very 
peaceful condominium-neighborhood 
where until recently there was no crime. 
Today, the same condominium-neighbor- 
hood is infested with crime caused by Sec- 
tion 8s and immigrants who don’t belong 
here. (Section 8 rentals accept tenants who 
are government-subsidized to pay their 
rent.) The lawlessness has been going on 
for three years. 

The fact is that my condominium- 
neighborhood has had more crime in the 
past three years than it has ever had before. 
The multi-cultural abundance of Section 
8s (sanctioned illegal immigrants, alcohol- 
ics, drug addicts, the mentally deranged, 
ex-convicts, registered sex offenders) in 
my condominium-neighborhood also ex- 
ists in every other designated Section 8 
condominium-neighborhood in America. 

I am sure others would not want these 
characters living in their neighborhoods. 
Yet because of socialist legislators, many 
Americans are suffering: Criminals and 
illegal immigrants get more benefits and 
preferences than the decent American tax- 
payer — while American senior citizens 
often struggle to afford housing, the so- 
cialists throw money at poor illegal immi- 
grants. This is America today. 

CARL MARCHI 
Holliston, Massachusetts 


Crossroads 


The progressive Left has placed America 
at the crossroads between anarchy and a 
constitutional republic. The endless vitriol 
spewed out by the political Left is like that 
of a four-year-old with a temper tantrum 
when he does not get his way. The prob- 
lem for America is that threats, including 
murder, are not part of the democratic po- 
litical process. 

I have yet to hear from just one pro- 
gressive exactly how these policies and 
actions benefit anyone or anything. Even 
when House Majority Whip Steve Scalise 
was shot at a Republican congressional 
baseball game, there was barely a word of 
condemnation heard from the media or the 
political Left. 

The Democratic National Commit- 
tee, as well as individual members of 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


the progressive wing of the party, should 
denounce the Left’s political violence, 
but it doesn’t. A caller told Representa- 
tive Cathy McMorris Rodgers (R-Wash.) 
he was going to feed her lead. In an- 
other case, a progressive Democrat also 
threatened Representative Chris Smith 
(R-N.J.). Because the former are elected 
officials, the threats are getting at least 
some news coverage; however, the vast 
majority of threats directed at authors 
(such as me), publishers, editorial writ- 
ers, and radio and TV hosts are almost 
never made public. 

The venom, which is almost exclu- 
sively from the political Left, rarely 
makes headlines because the purveyors 
of the news in most cases agree with the 
perpetrators. The “lamestream” media is 
definitely part of the problem. In such a 
way, progressives plan to rule, even if 
they are not the majority. The guilty par- 
ties run the Democratic gamut: MoveOn. 
org, Black Lives Matter, Occupy Wall 
Street, and Democratic congressional 
representatives. When Representative 
Maxine Waters (D-Calif.) tells audienc- 
es to physically “attack,” “harass,” and 
“push back” elected and appointed Re- 
publican officials, she is inciting to riot. 
When Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez incites 
teenaged boys to attack the president, yet 
she is not arrested, we know something is 
wrong. When Kathy Gifford appears in a 
video holding a likeness of the severed 
head of the president, she is committing 
a felony. And when our attorney general 
and director of the FBI arrest no one in 
any of these cases, we all understand that 
we are getting close to civil war. 

This is not the way our political proc- 
ess is supposed to function. But I think 
this is exactly what the Left wants. It has 
been unable to achieve its socialist para- 
dise (see Venezuela, North Korea, Zim- 
babwe, or Cuba) through the legislative 
process or through appointing socialists 
to the U.S. judiciary, so now it is trying 
the war option. 

Dr. ADRIAN H. KrIEG CMFGE 
Parrish, Florida 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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UN: America Cannot Avoid Paying Climate “Reparations” 


Fresh on the heels of a warning that the United Nations may use 
force against countries defying its climate-change mandates, the 
world body has just informed the United States that “it cannot 
avoid compensating poorer nations hit by climate change, despite 
Donald Trump honoring his election promise of leaving the 2015 
Paris climate agreement,” reported Breitbart on December 11. 

The bill is high, too, with “green groups” saying the price tag 
will “top $300 billion annually by 2030 ... the majority of which 
is expected to be invoiced to the U.S.,” Breitbart also tells us. The 
site further informs: 


Delegates and observers at the COP25 negotiations in Ma- 


drid told AFP that Washington seeks a change to the U.N. 
climate convention that could release it from punitive “loss 


‘03. 


and damage” funding for developing nations which is pre- 
dicted to run into the billions of dollars... 

Anew mechanism was established in 2013, but with dam- 
age estimates climbing, there is no agreement on where the 
money might come from or even if it should be paid, al- 
though the U.S. is constantly the target of calls for financial 
reparations because it is rich, successful and a dominant 
world economic force. 


Of course, many consider this just another pretext for the redis- 
tribution of wealth — with “rich nations” (a.k.a. “Western suck- 
ers”) being considered guilty till proven innocent, with no proof 
sufficient. 

Once dubbed just plain old “global warming,” the shape- 
shifting phenomenon that was later rebranded “climate change,” 
then “global climate disruption” — and now, Extreme Makeover- 
style, “global meltdown” and “climate collapse” — has predic- 
tions as variable as its name. Higher temperatures are supposed 
prove the man-caused climate-change thesis; then again, global 
warming could mean global cooling, we were told, and more 
volatile weather proves the theory, too. So unless there’s San 
Diego weather the world over henceforth, the country with a $23 
trillion national debt is going to have to cough it up to the climate 
aggrieved. That is, unless Americans still govern America. 


Planned Parenthood to Open Clinics at 50 Los Angeles High Schools 


Planned Parenthood is set to open up 50 new clinics at Los Ange- 
les-area high schools. Set to open within the next three years, the 
new clinics were announced on December 11 and will be oper- 
ated in cooperation with the Los Angeles Unified School District 
and the Los Angeles County Department of Health. 

At least five of the new clinics are already open at schools in 
Los Angeles. 

Funded by an initial investment of $10 million from Los Ange- 
les County and $6 million from Planned Parenthood, the clinics 
will offer birth-control options, testing and treatment for sexually 
transmitted diseases, and pregnancy counseling. At least for the 
time being, abortions will not be offered at the school clinics. 

California law allows minors to consent to some medical ser- 
vices, such as receiving birth control and mental health counsel- 
ing, without a parent’s consent or knowledge. School personnel 
will not have access to any health records the clinic keeps. 

The clinics will reportedly be staffed by two public health of- 
ficials who are trained by Planned Parenthood to give counsel- 
ing and, likely, abortion referrals. A Planned Parenthood nurse 
practitioner will be on the premises once per week. 

The 50 schools were selected because they are largely in low- 
income neighborhoods that lack similar facilities — so, literally, 
the most vulnerable population Planned Parenthood could find. 

Per Planned Parenthood’s usual modus operandi, the clinics 
will be named in an innocuous way so as to hide their inner work- 


ings. The new clinics will be called “wellness centers,” since they 
will, allegedly, provide more than routine medical services. “We 
want to support their general well-being, the ups and downs of 
being a teen.” 

But pro-life advocates believe that the new clinics are simply a 
way to catch more vulnerable youth and compound bad decisions 
on their part with another bad decision — to have an abortion. 

One wonders if organizations offering alternatives to abor- 
tion will also be allowed in these 50 schools. If it’s a matter of 
“choice,” after all, shouldn’t a choice be offered to those vulner- 
able students? 
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Effort Under Way to nepeee! Incumbent Dems With Climate Radicals 


A climate group associated with Representative Alexandria Ocasio- 
Cortez (D-N.Y.) announced on December 12 that it is advancing “‘in- 
surgent” candidates with the aim of defeating incumbent Democrats 
in order to increase congressional support for the Green New Deal. 

The Sunrise Movement has helped Ocasio-Cortez promote her 
most well-known piece of legislation, and even joined the law- 
maker in a protest she held at the office of House Speaker Nancy 
Pelosi (D-Calif.) in 2018. 

In a December 12 press release, Sunrise Political Director 
Evan Weber accused “establishment politicians of both parties” 
of being complacent on the climate-change issue, suggesting vot- 
ers want a “new way of doing things.” 


“These insurgent campaigns are a clear indicator of the ap- 
petite for an entire new way of doing things, and a restructuring 
of our society under a populist agenda that guarantees things like 
living wage jobs, affordable and safe housing, universal clean 
air and water, and Medicare for All — all policies which we see 
bundled into the Green New Deal framework,” Weber said. 

The Sunrise head also called 2020 “our last opportunity to 
elect climate leaders that can immediately enact bold, transfor- 
mational action over the course of the next decade to save our 
planet.” The group’s first set of endorsements consists of four 
candidates. Three — Robert Emmons, Jr. (IIl.-1st Congressional 
District), Marie Newman (III.-3rd District), and Morgan Harper 
(Ohio-3rd District) — are seeking to unseat incumbent Demo- 
crats. The fourth, Mike Siegel (Texas-10th District), is running 
against a Republican in a purple district. 

The Sunrise Movement is a 501(c)(4) organization that 
launched in 2017 with the goal of electing proponents of green 
energy. It was originally started as a 501(c)(3) (which are prohib- 
ited from engaging in political activity) in 2013 with a $30,000 
grant and office space lent by the Sierra Club, a progressive en- 
vironmental organization. 

During the 2018 midterm elections, half of the first 20 candi- 
dates endorsed by Sunrise won their elections, including Repre- 
sentatives Ocasio-Cortez, Ilhan Omar (D-Minn.), and Rashida 
Tlaib (D-Mich.). 


UN Speakers Push Population Reduction for “Climate Emergency” 


To deal with the alleged “climate emergency,” reducing the 
number of people on the planet was high on the agenda among 
activists and speakers at the United Nations COP25 “climate” 
summit, which took place December 2-13 in Madrid. The grow- 
ing extremism and even paranoia among population-control ad- 
vocates, who worry that more people will release more CO, into 
the atmosphere, is reaching deafening levels. 

A major speaker at the UN summit, Oscar-winning director 
Michael Wadleigh of Woodstock fame, minced no words in an 
interview with THE NEW AMERICAN. “Don’t have children — and 
I’m looking at you, white man,” he said on camera. 

The reason why it is so important to reduce the population 
of Europeans and their descendants is because their nations are 
more developed and they consume more resources, he said. Even 
Scandinavia and Sweden, which have a “clean” image, are de- 
stroying the planet, Wadleigh continued, warning that average 
Swedes consume 40 times more resources than average Tanza- 
nians. Even socialist presidential candidate Bernie Sanders is not 
radical enough on these issues, he said. 

In one of his UN talks from one of the most prominent stages in 
the entire convention, Wadleigh emphasized the need for govern- 
ment coercion to achieve his vision. One of his main messages was 
the need to drastically reduce consumption. “We can no longer do 
this voluntarily,” said Wadleigh, pining for a global government 
that he said did not yet exist. “Make it a law, not a voluntary action.” 


east 


Rather than targeting Western nations — virtually all of which 
have birth rates at less than replacement levels — others in Ma- 
drid for the COP25 proposed targeting Third World populations. 
Alejandro Moran Rodriguez, for example, a UN volunteer at 
COP25, was manning a booth promoting the UN’s controver- 
sial “Sustainable Development Goals.” He told Rebel News that 
countries in Africa and in Asia should be high on the list for 
population control, because they do not have “that culture.” And 
so, governments must “manage their population,” he said, calling 
for UN enforcement of contraception. ll 
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Warren Admits Her Claim 

About Native American Ancestry Has Always Been False 

“T shouldn’t have done it. Iam not a person of color; I am not a citizen of 
a tribe. And I have apologized for the confusion I have caused on tribal 
citizenship, tribal sovereignty, and for any harm I have caused.” 
Speaking to several hundred citizens in Peterborough, New Hampshire, 
Senator Elizabeth Warren confessed that her claims of Indian ancestry 
were completely false. She first made the claim while applying for entry 
to Harvard University Law School. Mike Chmura, a school official, later 
boasted that she was “the first woman of color” to receive tenure at the 
university s law school. 


Actions of Turkey’s Leader Cast Doubts on Claimed Value of NATO 

“Following the attempted coup in 2016, Turkey’s President Recep Tayyip Erdogan has purged scores 
of thousands from his army and regime, jailed more journalists than any other authoritarian, purchased 
Vladimir Putin’s S-400 missile system as Turkey’s air defense, and ordered U.S. forces out of his way 
as he invaded northern Syria, killing Kurdish fighters who did the bleeding and dying in the U.S.-led 
campaign to crush the ISIS caliphate.” 

Journalist Patrick Buchanan has provided solid reasons why Turkey 
cannot be considered a reliable U.S. ally in NATO. Even more, he has 
listed solid reasons why the United States should quit its entanglement in 
the 70-year-old alliance. 


No One Responded When a Republican 

Questioner Asked for Material Facts 

“To all witnesses, if you have personal knowledge of a single material fact 
in the Schiff report, please raise your hand.” 

After the three pro-impeachment partisans and one dissenting legal expert 
testified before the House Judiciary Committee, none moved when prompt- 
ed by Congressman Matt Gaetz (R-Fla.). Their stillness indicated that 
there are no facts on which to rely in order to impeach President Trump. 


Mainstream Contributor Likens Trump Supporters to ISIS Backers 

“T’ve seen a lot of phenomenon in my life. The behaviors that I’m seeing here [among Trump support- 
ers], and this is anecdotal, are very similar to the way ISIS members are. They are true believers.... You 
know, they’re dead enders.” 

Appearing on the MSNBC program Hardball With Chris Matthews, contributor Malcolm Nance 
surprised few with his nasty assertion. Host Chris Matthews immediately told his guest, “I love 
your attitude.” 


Cost of 18 Years of War in Afghanistan 
Approaches $3 Trillion and Will Cost More 
“$1.5 trillion waging war; $87 billion to train Afghan military and police; $24 billion on economic 
development; $10 billion countering narcotics; $30 billion on reconstruction programs; $500 billion 
on interest for money borrowed; and $1.4 trillion for the medical costs 
already spent and what can be expected during future decades.” 

Using figures compiled by Brown University’s Costs of War Project, the 
New York Times reported how much the long war in Afghanistan has 
cost our nation monetarily. 


Senator Ends Her Run for the Presidency Due to a Lack of Funding 

“My campaign for president simply doesn’t have the financial resources 

we need to continue. But I want to be clear with you that I am still very 

much in this fight.” 

Beginning the 2020 race in the top tier of a very crowded field, Senator Ka- 

mala Harris (D-Calif.) garnered low polling numbers and paltry funding. 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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A) HEALTHCARE 


Universal, single-payer 
proposals promise better 
healthcare, but critics warn 
of crippling regulations 
designed to raise taxes and 
bolster the medical cartel. 
Here's the inside story. 


by Rebecca Terrell 


G G oO ur current dysfunctional 
health care system is de- 
signed to make huge prof- 

its for insurance companies and drug com- 
panies, rather than provide quality care for 
every man, woman and child,” says Sena- 
tor Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.). The solution, 
he claims, is his much-touted Medicare 
for All Act of 2019, introduced in April 
with the support of 14 cosponsors. In his 
press release announcing the legislation, 
he asserts that it “would ensure that Amer- 
icans could go to the doctor of their choice 
and get the care they need, when they need 
it, without going into debt.” Sanders goes 
on to declare that Medicare for All will 
give Americans the kind of nationalized 
healthcare that “every other major coun- 
try on earth” guarantees its citizens, and 
that it will save money while guaranteeing 
the “right” of healthcare for every man, 
woman, and child in this country. 

Sounds great — everyone getting what 
they need for free — so why doesn’t uni- 
versal healthcare have universal support? 
Is there a downside? Under Sanders’ plan, 
will healthcare that today costs too much 
and delivers too little, suddenly cost less, 
cover everyone, and provide more gener- 
ous benefits? 

Critics are quick to point at the price 
tag. Independent studies expose massive 
costs of Medicare for All, be it Sanders’ 
bill or U.S. Representative Pramila Jaya- 
pal’s House version: at least $32 trillion 
in its first decade, and as high as $60 tril- 


Rebecca Terrell, a contributor to THE NEW 
AMERICAN since 2009, writes on science and energy 
topics. She is a licensed nurse in Tennessee and holds 


a master’s degree in marketing. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 
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Senator Bernie Sanders (I-\Vt.) introduced the Medicare for All Act of 2019 on April 10, 2019. 


Funding is not mentioned in the bill. 


And while the Democrats vying for the White House 

all support a “public option,” most aren’t crazy about 
obliterating jobs in the private health-insurance industry 
and forcing all Americans into a single, government-run 
system whether they like it or not. 


lion by some estimates. How do you put 
amounts such as these in perspective? 
Consider that our national debt which 
we cant afford is pushing $23 trillion, 
exceeding our annual GDP by around 
$3 trillion. Here’s another disquieting 
thought: Annual federal tax revenues are 
roughly equal to conservative estimates 
of Medicare for All yearly costs. 

Taxes will necessarily rise, says San- 
ders. But he claims Medicare for All will 
save money by eliminating out-of-pocket 
expenses such as insurance premiums and 
deductibles, while ensuring that no Ameri- 
can will go without proper care, including 
dental, vision, and long-term care. Though 
he has suggested possible ways to pay for 
this utopia (including hiking income taxes 
as high as 52 percent), he refuses to pro- 
vide clear financials. When CNBC’s John 


Harwood pressed him, Sanders sniffed, “I 
don’t think I have to do that.” 

His fellow Democratic presidential 
hopeful Elizabeth Warren is more trans- 
parent. A co-signer of Sanders’ bill, she 
estimates the plan will cost a staggering 
$52 trillion in its first decade. That av- 
erages $5.2 trillion per year, compared 
to current annual national health expen- 
ditures of $3.5 trillion, which includes 
out-of-pocket spending, according to the 
U.S. Centers for Disease Control. Incred- 
ibly, Warren claims that we need only tax 
the rich. “My plan won’t raise taxes one 
penny on middle-class families,” the Mas- 
sachusetts senator tweeted. “In fact, well 
return about $11 TRILLION to the Ameri- 
can people” in out-of-pocket savings. But 
her math seems flawed. Taxing away fully 
half of the incomes of the top five percent 
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of earners — those making approximately 
$200,000 a year or more — would gain the 
federal government roughly $950 billion 
in tax revenues. That number about equals 
the government’s yearly spending deficit, 
a deficit that is already propelling the 
country toward national insolvency and 
hyperinflation — in other words, toward 
poverty for most Americans. Not only can 
the country not afford new socialist pro- 
grams, it can’t afford the ones it has now. 

Even adding the intended tax increases 
she plans to put on corporations and busi- 
ness and financial transactions would 
probably be a non-starter. (Apparently she 
forgets that there is such thing as a trickle- 
down effect.) 

The Committee for a Responsible Fed- 
eral Budget (CRFB) tabulated preliminary 
expectations of how expensive Medicare 
for All would be, offering several unpal- 
atable options to pay for the program. 
Using an estimate of $30 trillion in costs 
over the next decade, CRFB determined 
that a 42-percent national sales tax could 
cover it, until the new tax demolishes con- 
sumer spending. Or instead of the national 
sales tax, imposing an extra 25-percent in- 
come surtax on everyone, including low- 
income earners, might pay the bill. A more 
straightforward approach would impose a 


premium of $7,500 per individual per year, 
but if you exempted welfare recipients, 
the head tax would rise to $12,000. CRFB 
also estimates that doubling the payroll tax 
on both employers and employees would 
raise the needed funds. Alternatively, the 
federal government could slash non-health 
spending by 80 percent, including drastic 
cuts to Social Security and the military, or 
it could borrow funds and double the na- 
tional debt over a decade. 

These numbers explain why leftists such 
as former vice president Joe Biden ridicule 
Sanders’ camp, questioning its credibility 
and calling Warren’s figures “mathemati- 
cal gymnastics.” Even Nancy Pelosi says 
she’s “not a big fan” of Medicare for All, 
acknowledging concerns about how to pay 
for it. And while the Democrats vying for 
the White House all support a “public op- 
tion,” most aren’t crazy about obliterating 
jobs in the private health-insurance indus- 
try and forcing all Americans into a single, 
government-run system whether they like 
it or not. 


Does Medicare Work? 

Medicare for All supporters answer 
such arguments by pointing to generally 
high satisfaction ratings with seniors on 
Medicare: 80-90 percent according to 


the National Institutes of Health. Actu- 
ally, “[Sanders’] plan doesn’t look like 
Medicare at all,” answers Jane Orient, 
M.D., executive director of the Associa- 
tion of American Physicians and Surgeons 
(AAPS). “It appears he hardly knows any- 
thing about Medicare.” She points out that 
unlike premium-free Medicare for All, se- 
niors pay premiums for Medicare Part B 
(for doctor visits and non-hospital expens- 
es) and Part D (for medications). Medicare 
Part C, which covers dental, vision, and 
supplementary needs, is entirely privately 
funded. Only Medicare Part A for hospital 
treatment is premium-free for most, but 
that doesn’t mean it is “free.” Part A is 
primarily funded by payroll taxes, which 
many believe Big Brother holds in trust 
so they will receive proper care in their 
old age. In reality, their taxes immediately 
vanished down the Medicare drain to help 
pay today’s retirees’ medical bills. 

The theory is that tomorrow’s work- 
ers will continue paying Medicare bills 
into the future, but Medicare is already 
going broke. AAPS reports that the cur- 
rent worker/retiree ratio is 2.5:1. “Already 
that is not enough, so the IOUs in the ‘trust 
fund’ are being redeemed from general tax 
revenues,” explains Orient in an op-ed on 
the AAPS website. “That fund will soon 
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Say what? Canada’s single-payer health system is rife with dangerous and costly treatment 
delays, yet U.S. Democratic leaders point to it as a model for Medicare for All. (Photo intended 


for illustrative purposes.) 


be gone ... as Baby Boomers are flood- 
ing into the system. It would vanish in a 
nanosecond if we loaded in everybody.” 

Indeed, the 2019 Medicare Trustees re- 
port admits the Part A trust fund will be 
depleted in 2026. Though it predicts the 
separate trust fund covering Parts B and 
D will stay afloat thanks to out-of-pocket 
premiums, beneficiaries’ pockets are sure 
to feel a pinch. The trustees say that fund 
costs will grow from 2.1 percent of GDP 
last year to 3.7 percent in 2038. 

Pepperdine University Economics Pro- 
fessor Gary Galles reports the total un- 
funded Medicare mandate was recently 
estimated at $48 trillion, not accounting 
for factors such as higher medical cost 
inflation rates and ever-lower birth rates. 
If today’s taxpayers can’t foot the current 
bill, what are we to expect when Medicare 
for All eliminates the age threshold and 
collects no premiums? 

Though the current system is indeed 
unlike Medicare for All, Orient describes 
how it can offer insights into what’s com- 
ing. In its early days, Medicare paid the 
bills for hospitalizations, encouraging 
long hospital stays and as much care as 
possible. To curb skyrocketing bills, this 
fee-for-service policy ended in the mid- 
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1980s when Medicare implemented Diag- 
nostic Related Groups (DRGs), with pre- 
determined payments based on historical 
averages. Suddenly, short hospital stays 
with the least amount of care became more 
profitable; the name of the game in indus- 
try jargon is to discharge patients “quicker 
and sicker.” Readmissions became com- 
mon because patients didn’t receive all the 
care they needed on the first visit. Then 
Medicare introduced the Two Midnight 
Rule in 2013, which means that if a Plan 
A hospital inpatient gets discharged before 
his second midnight, he is reclassified as a 
Plan B outpatient with a hefty bill for ser- 
vices rendered. If he stays fewer than three 
midnights, he can’t expect rehab, either. 
Medicare for All would likely operate 
by similar rules, and it is reasonable to be- 
lieve the system would inherit the waste 
and corruption synonymous with Medi- 
care. Consider the recent $1.2 billion fraud 
case, the largest healthcare scam in U.S. 
history according to federal prosecutors, 
involving 24 physicians and owners of 
medical equipment companies. The latter 
bribed doctors with kickbacks to prescribe 
unnecessary treatments to patients, some 
of whom they never saw, and then hid the 
profits in international shell companies. 


Researchers at the Johns Hopkins 
Bloomberg School of Public Health re- 
ported in October’s JAMA Internal Medi- 
cine that medical fraud costs the federal 
government $30 to $140 billion annually. 
Taxpayers are cheated, but patients are the 
victims hardest hit. The study found that 
those under the care of professionals who 
commit fraud are more likely to experi- 
ence adverse effects or death. It estimated 
that fraud and abuse contributed to 6,700 
premature deaths in 2013 alone. 

Fraud aside, Medicare is rife with flaws. 
Forbes reported in March that improper 
payments — not fraudulent payments, 
but errors — made within Medicare and 
Medicaid soared from $64 billion in 2012 
to $85 billion last year. More than 20 per- 
cent of Medicare patients in long-term 
care facilities suffer serious or permanent 
harm or even death, according to a 2018 
report from the Health & Human Services 
Office of Inspector General. HHS ruled 
more than half of the events preventable 
and due to substandard care or medical er- 
rors. Even privately run Medicare Advan- 
tage (Part C) — supplementary plans that 
enroll Medicare-eligible patients — get a 
thumbs down. Government Accountabil- 
ity Office reported in 2017 that patients 
disproportionately drop these, citing dis- 
satisfaction with medical care or difficulty 
accessing preferred providers. 


Everybody’s (Not) Doing It 

Sanders and his ilk turn a blind eye to 
such problems, arguing that nationalized 
healthcare works for all other major na- 
tions. “America is a health-care outlier in 
the developed world,” reads The Econo- 
mist, “the only large rich country without 
universal health care.” 

On the contrary, “there are very few 
single payer systems in the world,” Ori- 
ent told AnneMarie Schieber in a Heart- 
land Institute podcast in April. “Almost all 
have a parallel private insurance system 
for people who can’t get what they need 
under the government funded system.” 

However, two systems that come close 
to universal, single payer are Health Can- 
ada and Britain’s National Health Service. 
In fact, in Canada, if the government pro- 
vides a particular service, Canadians are 
not allowed to seek it in the private sector. 
This is the system that Sanders has repeat- 
edly held up as a paragon of his Medicare 
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Medicare for All would likely operate by similar rules, 
and it is reasonable to believe the system would inherit 
the waste and corruption synonymous with Medicare. 
Consider the recent $1.2 billion fraud case, the largest 


healthcare scam in U.S. history. 


New technologies should lower costs, not raise them: Economists blame rising healthcare 
prices on government policy and the third-party payer system, not on advances in medical 
technology, as many claim. 


for All vision. How is socialized medicine 
working out for them? 

“Waiting for treatment has become 
a defining characteristic of Canadian 
health care,” notes the Fraser Institute. 
“Specialist physicians report a median 
waiting time of 21.2 weeks” from refer- 
ral to treatment. Even routine diagnostic 
procedures are hard to come by. In 2017, 
Canadians waited 4.1 weeks for a CT 
scan, 10.8 weeks for an MRI, and 3.9 
weeks for an ultrasound. Had he lived in 
Canada, Bernie might still be waiting for 
the emergency heart stents he received in 
early October, assuming he survived. 
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No wonder Canadians bolt to the United 
States for care. That has been going on for 
years. In 2010, Newfoundland’s Premier 
Danny Williams made headlines when he 
came to the United States for the heart sur- 
gery he couldn’t get at home. According to 
the Fraser Institute, Canadians increasing- 
ly choose the United States for healthcare. 

So do Brits who can afford it; Mick 
Jagger had heart surgery in New York 
this past April. Little wonder, since delays 
across the pond can be life-threatening, a 
fact that James Schmitz learned the hard 
way. Several years ago Schmitz, now a 
member of the Young Leaders Program 


a corn 
We story Mae: 


at The Heritage Foundation, had to turn 
down a job in London. “As an epileptic, 
I needed a steady supply of anti-seizure 
drugs and visits to the doctor about every 
three months,” he explains. When he 
learned there was no way around a nine- 
month wait time to see a neurologist, he 
regretfully packed his bags and returned 
to the States. “Health care should not be 
a reason to have to leave a moder, First 
World country,” he opined. 

Despite his disappointment, Schmitz is 
fortunate that Medicare for All was not the 
law of the land. Otherwise, he would have 
had no recourse. 


Skyrocketing Costs 
However, like most Americans, Schmitz 
pays dearly for the care he gets. Sanders 
blames the free market for skyrocketing 
costs, but why is healthcare a stand-out 
among all other service industries also 
subject to free market forces? 

Financial author John Steele Gordon 
pinpointed the culprit in a 2018 address to 
Hillsdale College: 


Whenever one segment of an econ- 
omy exhibits, year after year, infla- 
tion above the general rate, and when 
there is no constraint on supply, then 
either a cartel is in operation or there 
is a lack of price transparency — or 
both, as is the case with American 
medical care. 


Gordon’s “Short History of American 
Medical Insurance” exposes why our 
country’s healthcare costs are out of con- 
trol, and the role government — not the 
free market — plays in the debacle. The 
story begins in the 1920s, when hospitals 
began offering modified insurance plans 
to improve weak cash flows. For a modest 
annual premium, subscribers were guar- 
anteed a certain number of days of care. 
While the point was to protect against 
unexpected medical expenses, the result 
was that subscribers began frequenting 
hospitals — not for emergencies or seri- 
ous illness — but for minor conditions 
that would have cost much less to treat 
elsewhere. This predictable “use it or lose 
it” reaction generated steady demand for 
hospitals. 

Their plans — which were not insur- 
ance at all, but pre-payment plans — cov- 
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ered services no matter the cost, so con- 
sumers lost all incentive to shop around. 
Indifferent to costs, subscribers bought 
more medical services than ever before. 
Prices (not costs) naturally began to rise 
due to increased demand and lack of price 
competition. 

Since the IRS classified hospitals as 
charities, their clever marketing devices 
were tax exempt and free from regula- 
tions or reserve fund mandates, giving 
them an artificial, government-imposed 
advantage over private insurance. To 
compete, the latter began copying hos- 
pitals’ pre-payment models, covering 
everything up to a pre-set quota. This is 
foreign to the true concept of insurance, 
designed to cover only large or cata- 
strophic losses. For example, auto insur- 
ance covers collisions and accidents, not 
routine oil changes and radiator flushes. 
Gordon explains the result: 


Hospitals came to be paid almost al- 
ways on a cost-plus basis, receiving 
the cost of services provided plus a 
percentage to cover the costs of in- 


vested capital. Any incentive for hos- 
pitals to be efficient and reduce costs 
vanished. 


More and more often the consumer of 
healthcare was not the purchaser. Hospi- 
tals and physicians no longer competed for 
patients based on price, but on referrals. 
Prices (not costs) soared, while consumers 
became habituated to using the services 
without knowing what the provider was 
paid, unlike any other market industry. 
Uncle Sam further exacerbated the prob- 
lem by implementing wage controls during 
World War II. Prevented from rewarding 
employees with pay raises, companies 
competed for talent by offering fringe ben- 
efits, including health insurance. The IRS 
ruled associated costs as tax-deductible 
business expenses, and the National Labor 
Relations Board subjected health ben- 
efits to collective bargaining. Once unions 
latched onto that, companies had no choice 
but to offer insurance. Gone were cost- 
effective, custom-tailored individual plans, 
and an additional degree of separation was 
inserted between the healthcare consumer 


Times change: In 1965, President Lyndon Johnson signed Medicare into law. Former President 
Harry Truman (right) was enrolled as Medicare’s first beneficiary. 
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and purchaser. Moreover, since individual 
companies contain relatively small pools of 
insureds (compared to regional or national 
populations that help keep the price of other 
insurance down — e.g. life, home, auto), 
unless a company has very healthy employ- 
ees, premiums are much higher since insur- 
ers base rates on the claims they expect to 
incur. 

Americans now spend 15 percent of our 
nation’s GDP on healthcare, as compared 
to 3.5 percent in 1930. We can’t blame that 
entirely on modern advancements. “Don’t 
believe for a second that the high prices 
are because of high-tech medical care. 
It’s a lie,” warns Mark J. Perry writing for 
American Enterprise Institute. “High-tech 
increases productivity and lowers costs 
everywhere.” 

This unprecedented hyperinflation was 
already on a fast track when Medicare and 
Medicaid barged onto the scene in 1965. 
Structured like the old hospital plans, the 
two systems suddenly launched millions 
of medically high-risk Americans onto 
the government dole in the largest wealth 
transfer in our nation’s history. As taxpay- 
ers shouldered the medical bills of these 
millions, Gordon relates the incomes of 
medical professionals roughly doubled in 
the 1960s. Government became the “larg- 
est single source of funds for virtually 
every major hospital in the country,” with 
enormous power over hospital policy de- 
cisions. “As a result, these decisions were 
increasingly made for political, rather than 
medical or economic, reasons.” 

By 1970, these programs demanded five 
percent of the federal budget, according to 
CRFB. As other measures were added and 
the population aged, that portion increased 
to 20 percent by 2000. Enter ObamaCare, 
and 28 percent of federal dollars were 
spent on healthcare in 2017. Current 
trends point to 33 percent within the next 
decade and 40 percent by 2040. “In dollar 
terms, major federal health spending has 
grown by 230 percent since 2000, while 
economy-wide prices have only risen 40 
percent, and the economy has only grown 
by 90 percent,” reads the CRFB report 
American Health Care: Health Spending 
and the Federal Budget. 


Is Healthcare a Right? 


Despite these disastrous results of govern- 
ment interference in the medical market, 
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the leftist push for universal, single-payer 
healthcare forges ahead, as even conser- 
vatives argue for socialized medicine with 
their calls to “repeal and replace” Obama- 
Care. Their rationale: “Healthcare is a 
right!” The mantra is printed on placards 
and repeated ad nauseam by talking heads 
looking to slam the door on objections to 
socialized medicine. 

“Healthcare is not a right,” any more 
than are food, clothing, shelter or any- 
thing else that people need to live, argues 
Charles Scaliger for THE NEW AMERICAN. 
Though each of these is absolutely neces- 
sary and proper for people to have, label- 
ing any of them as a “right” is simply a 
demand for “legal entitlement to cheap or 
free stuff.” 

The same tactic has been used through- 
out the bureaucratic labyrinth — educa- 
tion, housing, welfare, agriculture, etc. 
The invariable argument is, “We have a 
right to it!” The invariable result is that 
taxes climb to pay for all the “free stuff,” 
governmental power expands, and quality 
of the finished product suffers. (Cases in 


point: Do you want to live in subsidized 
housing? Would you prefer your children 
attend public rather than private school? 
When you go to the doctor, is a public 
health clinic your destination of choice?) 

Just because you want something 
cheap or free doesn’t mean you have a 
right to it. Your rights cannot infringe on 
someone else’s; in layman’s terms, you 
do not have a right to make your prob- 
lem into someone else’s problem. Using 
government as an intermediary doesn’t 
make it okay either. Scaliger explains that 
while some rights (such as the right to 
trial by jury) impose obligations on pri- 
vate citizens (e.g., jury duty), the benefit 
more than offsets the personal expense 
(in this example, the benefit of limiting 
judicial power). 

Therefore, the litmus test for determin- 
ing whether healthcare is a right is simple: 
Does it impose costs that are not offset by 
limiting government’s power? Hardly! It 
costs plenty for everyone involved and 
sparks a huge expansion of bureaucratic 
overreach. Let’s look at the list. 


MEDICARE 


Why isn’t everyone laughing at her claims? Senator Elizabeth Warren supports Senator Bernie 
Sanders’ single-payer health plan, estimating its annual cost at $5.2 trillion per year — over a 
trillion dollars more than the country currently spends on healthcare — and claiming no new 


middle-class taxes would be needed to pay for it. 
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Patients pay a high price for this sup- 
posedly free care. The doctor-patient re- 
lationship is destroyed and replaced by a 
bureaucratic middle-man dictating what 
and how much care the patient receives. 
Let’s not forget that in 2018 Congress 
finally axed ObamaCare’s Independent 
Payment Advisory Board, a 15-member 
Medicare-rationing team that pundits 
dubbed “Obama’s death panel” for threat- 
ening seniors’ access to necessary medi- 
cal care. If implemented, Medicare-for- 
All-appointed bureaucrats would hold 
sway over life-or-death decisions for all 
Americans. 

Moreover, under the plan, patients can 
demand medical care free of charge, plac- 
ing healthcare providers in much the same 
position as slaves of yesteryear, when 
people were forced, with government 
sanction, to work without proper compen- 
sation. In the slavery of socialized medi- 
cine, government forces healthcare profes- 
sionals to provide products and services 
on its terms, usually below market value. 
So much for the physician’s right to earn 
a living, and for his incentive to continue 
practicing. 

There is a third loser in our Medicare- 
for-All litmus test: taxpayers, who finance 
all this sub-standard “free” care. In a clas- 
sic case of legal theft, government uses its 
taxing authority to take money from one 
person, who earned it, and give it to some- 
one else who did not. Congress can even 
punish for non-compliance. Consider the 
extraordinary new powers which Obama- 
Care granted the IRS to penalize anyone 
for not having health insurance. 

Obviously, healthcare is not a right. 
Even if it were, the federal government’s 
only proper role would be to protect your 
access to it, not provide access to it. Nat- 
ural rights only impose an obligation on 
government not to interfere with them. 
Your right to practice religion, or to ex- 
ercise free speech, or to own property, do 
not compel anyone else to provide any- 
thing for you. For example, the Bill of 
Rights protects your right to peaceably 
assemble, but the government doesn’t 
rent meeting space for you. Nor does it 
provide the printing materials for your 
local paper to exercise the right to free 
press. And you certainly don’t get a sub- 
sidy to keep and bear arms. Why should 
government provide healthcare? 
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Medical alternatives: To those who wonder what would happen without government in medical 
care, meet Drs. Keith Smith and Steven Lantier, co-founders of the Surgery Center of Oklahoma, 
who provide a free market alternative to patients, often saving them thousands of dollars. 


Perhaps a more compelling question is: 
Do we really want healthcare provided by 
the government? The track record of gov- 
ernment provision answers that question. 
Our payoff for the “right” to well-paying 
jobs is unemployment-inducing mini- 
mum wage laws; for the “right” to de- 
cent housing is dilapidated buildings and 
conditions that foster poverty and crime; 
for the “right” to education is continued 
U.S. student scores lagging behind other 
advanced industrial nations. It should 
be clear what will happen to individual 
health and the economy as a whole under 
Medicare for All. 


Free Market Solutions 

The obvious solution is not more govern- 
ment, but less. The good news is that tak- 
ing down the cartel is not as pie-in-the- 
sky a goal as it seems. Five years ago, 
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THE NEW AMERICAN senior editor William 
F. Jasper visited The Surgery Center of 
Oklahoma (SCO), a private, state-of-the- 
art facility in Oklahoma City that performs 
“surgeries for one-half, one-fourth or even 
as little as one-tenth” the price demanded 
elsewhere. Jasper describes the center’s 
secret: a free-market approach with total 
price transparency. “We identify our costs, 
build in a marginal profit, and then dis- 
play those prices,” SCO co-founder Dr. 
Keith Smith told Jasper. “That’s how 
every other industry 
works. It promotes 
healthy competition 
and keeps quality 
high and prices low.” 

SCO attracts pa- 
tients from around 
the world and is one 
of several centers in 
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the United States operating on the same 
model. AAPS identifies them on its web- 
site at AAPSonline.org, which also lists 
more than 1,300 physicians with “direct 
payment/cash friendly practices,” a tes- 
tament that patients are hoping to get 
government and insurance companies 
out of their exam rooms. Perry also men- 
tions services such as MediBid, a plat- 
form in which doctors bid in an auction 
format for your business, and Direct Pri- 
mary Care (DPC), a subscription service 
that entitles you to “unlimited access to 
primary care and prevention services.” 
Subscribers to this service need only 
seek catastrophic insurance coverage to 
pay for unforeseen medical emergen- 
cies, as DPC covers everyday health- 
care needs. Such providers recognize 
and value conditions that lower prices in 
every other area of the economy: com- 
petition, completely free from govern- 
ment intervention. No other industry 
needs Trump to enforce price transpar- 
ency; consumer-purchasers are the solu- 
tion to our medical industry woes. When 
enough consumers consider cost in their 
healthcare spending decisions, prices 
will nosedive. Patients will realize that 
the chargemaster prices hospitals list on 
their statements of charges have nothing 
to do with actual costs but are merely 
scare tactics to make patients believe 
they must have insurance to survive, 
says Orient. They will once again buy 
insurance for its rightful end — to buf- 
fer against unforeseen catastrophe — not 
for every little pain or sniffle. Premiums 
will plunge since insurance companies 
will no longer pay out claims for every 
Band-Aid and flu shot. 

The alternative means having “a gate- 
keeper standing at the door trying to deny 
you things that you really do need,” warns 
Orient. Fortunately for us all, people pre- 
fer to be in control of their own medical 
decisions, so hope springs eternal for free 
market healthcare. 
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Is Medicare for All 
the Cure-all? 


Democrats are pushing Medicare 
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for All, despite its massive costs, the 


failures of similar healthcare systems, 
and the fact that it’s nothing like Medicare. 
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Socialist Jackpot? 


Government policies have 
largely caused the suffering and 
dying of thousands of homeless 
people across the country. 
Its time to change course. 


Telecommunications using 5G 
promise super speed, allowing 
vast new computer applications, 
but 5G not only has some glitches, 
it holds huge potential for abuse. 


Former Vice President Joe Biden has 
publicly bragged that he threatened 
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Ukraine if a prosecutor who was 
investigating a company his son 
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to nearly provide utopia on 
Earth, but in reality, it leads to 
less wealth, poorer healthcare, 
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Talking sense? Warning about looming job 
losses to automation, the Council on Foreign 
Relations launched a major new scheme that 
calls for drastically higher immigration levels. 


CFR: U.S. NEEDS MORE MASS MIGRATION, 


Despite predictions of huge job losses in the United States 
because of implementing Artificial Intelligence, the CFR is 
pushing the country to massively boost immigration. 


by Alex Newman 


nder the guise of keeping Amer- 

ica “competitive” in the looming 

high-tech future, the globalist 
Council on Foreign Relations (CFR) is 
urging policymakers at all levels to dra- 
matically expand the size and scope of 
government. The bloated welfare states 
in Sweden and Denmark are cited as ex- 
amples of the “advantages” of massive 
government programs that take care of 
people. Without the sort of fundamental 
transformation of America envisioned by 
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the CFR, the nation will supposedly be 
left behind in the emerging new paradigm, 
the organization claimed. Critics, though, 
blasted that idea. 

In its new report, dubbed “The Work 
Ahead: Machines, Skills, and U.S. Leader- 
ship in the Twenty-First Century,” the CFR 
task force offered a broad array of policy 
recommendations for federal, state, and 
local officials. These range from ever more 
immigration and a greater role for govern- 
ment in various facets of the economy, to 
a dramatic expansion of the welfare state 
modeled on Big Government schemes from 
Northern Europe. The CFR’s demands re- 
garding education, which are a key compo- 
nent of the report, are covered in the next 
article (see page 25). 

Some of the leaders involved in creat- 


ing the CFR report told THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN that without implementing the sought- 
after changes, America would be left behind 
as the world moves toward a globalized fu- 
ture of fast-moving technological progress. 
But experts and legislators invited to partici- 
pate in the scheme who spoke to THE NEw 
AMERICAN sounded the alarm about the 
CFR’s vision. Among other concerns, they 
warned that the controversial CFR report 
and outreach efforts selling it to policymak- 
ers reveal a hidden plan to push a dangerous 
agenda and bring state and local officials 
into the establishment’s globalist orbit. 
One reason why the CFR’s pronounce- 
ments are so important is because of the 
key role they play setting policy. Indeed, 
looking at its membership and influence, 
many analysts consider the CFR to be a 
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Separately, CFR task force project director Ted Alden 
acknowledged to THE New AMERICAN in a phone interview 
that the report seeks to tackle an enormous range of 
issues. “The danger of this is that it becomes a report 


about everything,” he said. 
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Cat, meet the bag opener: Admiral Chester Ward (center) was a member of the CFR for 16 years 
before defecting and blowing the whistle, saying the group was dedicated to creating an “all- 
powerful one-world government” and the destruction of national sovereignty. 


key Deep State hub in America. The late 
U.S. Admiral Chester Ward, a CFR mem- 
ber for almost 20 years before defecting 
and blowing the whistle, explained that this 
enormous power is used for nefarious pur- 
poses. In fact, Ward said, the main objective 
of the organization is to undermine U.S. 
sovereignty and facilitate the merger of the 
United States into what he described as an 
“all-powerful one-world government.” 
The way it advances its objectives was 
explained by Admiral Ward, too. “Once 
the ruling members of CFR have decided 
that the U.S. Government should adopt a 
particular policy, the very substantial re- 
search facilities of CFR are put to work 
to develop arguments, intellectual and 
emotional, to support the new policy, and 
to confound and discredit, intellectually 
and politically, any opposition,” he said. 
“The most articulate theoreticians and ide- 
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ologists prepare related articles, aided by 
the research, to sell the new policy and to 
make it appear inevitable and irresistible.” 

“By following the evolution of this 
propaganda in the most prestigious schol- 
arly journal in the world, [CFR mouth- 
piece] Foreign Affairs, anyone can de- 
termine years in advance what the future 
defense and foreign policies of the United 
States will be,” the respected admiral 
warned after ditching his membership at 
the CFR. “If a certain proposition is re- 
peated often enough in that journal, then 
the U.S. Administration in power — be it 
Republican or Democratic — begins to act 
as if that proposition or assumption were 
an established fact.” 

While that may not be true in the Trump 
era, when voters and their president have 
openly rejected globalism, it certainly has 
been true for decades, if not generations, 


regardless of the party formally in power. 
Hillary Clinton, when she was secretary 
of state, noted publicly that the CFR told 
her what she should be doing and how 
she should be thinking about the future. 
Former Vice President Joe Biden, mean- 
while, joked that he worked for CFR boss 
Richard Haass. Even many top “Republi- 
cans” are involved. 

Of course, the latest CFR agenda starts 
with a kernel of truth. As anybody with com- 
mon sense can see, the economy is changing 
and will be undergoing further changes in 
the years ahead. As a result of technologi- 
cal developments, the future of work will 
look very different in 30 or 40 years than it 
does today. Many Americans will lose their 
jobs. All that is true. Of course, it would be 
difficult to sell enormous policy changes if 
the entire premise behind them was nothing 
but fiction. 

But the agenda being pushed is another 
matter. Under the pretext of responding to 
the obvious changes coming in the years 
ahead, the CFR — a leading Deep State 
institution in America that has dominated 
foreign policy for generations — is push- 
ing what critics warned is a dangerous 
scheme to expand the power of govern- 
ment. The plan also advances globalism 
at every level of society, a key goal of the 
CFR dating back to its founding. In short, 
it is a massive and dangerous power grab 
that should be resisted, critics told THE 
NEW AMERICAN. 


Policy Proposals 

Globalist notions of “free trade” and mass 
migration are at the heart of the agenda. 
“Openness to trade and immigration are 
vital for maintaining U.S. technological 
leadership,” the CFR report says. Indeed, 
there are over 60 references to “trade” and 
more than 60 mentions of immigration, 
especially the alleged need to expand the 
already-massive immigration numbers 
coming to America. 

As readers of this magazine know well, 
though, when the CFR advocates “trade,” 
it is generally referring not to genuine free 
trade, but to sovereignty-shredding “free 
trade” agreements that strip nations and 
peoples of the right to govern themselves. 
Mass migration, meanwhile, also helps 
smash national identities, culture, and, 
eventually, the nation-state itself, as Eu- 
rope is learning the hard way right now. 
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On the government’s role in the econo- 
my and the welfare state, the CFR report 
also seeks major changes. “U.S. efforts to 
help displaced workers are inadequate,” 
the report says, ignoring the U.S. Consti- 
tution’s limits on federal power and insin- 
uating that it is the federal government’s 
role to train and help workers. “Unem- 
ployment insurance is too rigid and covers 
too few workers, and retraining programs 
are not based on the best global models,” 
the report continued, without giving many 
details on what these “global models” de- 
mand of America. 

The report also includes seven specific 
recommendations for policymakers at all 
levels. These mostly revolve around the 
supposed need for much larger and more 
intrusive government across the board. 
Among other recommendations, the CFR 
claims: 

¢ Government should be involved in 
“creating better jobs and career paths for 
Americans,” as if the real problem facing 
America were a lack of central planning, 
government-created “jobs,” and govern- 
ment-directed careers. 

¢ Another recommendation calls for more 
immigration, including “highly skilled” mi- 
grants, who would help drive down wages 
for America’s embattled middle class, even 
as the CFR warns that countless people will 
lose jobs due to automation. 


« Also supposedly needed is more gov- 
ernment funding for “research,” as if the 
state, rather than the private sector, knows 
better what ought to be researched and what 
projects would be worthwhile to fund. 

¢ Putting college and university “educa- 
tion” within “reach” of all Americans is im- 
portant, too, the report said, implicitly ad- 
vocating even more tax funding for bloated 
“educational” institutions that are churning 
out ignorant socialists with worthless “de- 
grees” literally by the millions. 

¢ America also should adopt the “best 
features” of what the CFR report describes 
as the European “flexicurity” models. As 
examples of the supposed “advantages” 
of these models, the task force pointed to 
the bloated welfare states of Sweden and 
Denmark, where tax rates (including VAT, 
income taxes, energy taxes, and more) 
can consume three-fourths of individuals’ 
earnings, and where individual freedom is 
severely limited. 

¢ Finally, the report calls for the U.S. 
government to “create portable systems 
of employment benefits tied to individual 
employees rather than to jobs themselves.” 
This government-created system should 
be “universal,” as the report puts it — or 
in other words, mandatory for everyone. 

There are many other recommendations 
woven throughout the 162-page report. 
Some make sense, such as scaling back 
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the enormous growth in state licensing 
schemes that inhibit consumer choice and 
do nothing to protect the health and safety 
of consumers. But the overwhelming ma- 
jority call for larger and more intrusive 
government: Creating a “National Com- 
mission on the U.S. Workforce,” offering 
more tax-funded subsidies for “afford- 
able” housing, spending more money on 
government-controlled “public transporta- 
tion” systems, and more. 

As part of the initiative, CFR Vice Pres- 
ident for National Programs and Outreach 
Irina Faskianos organized a conference 
call for state and local officials to promote 
the policy recommendations. On that call, 
CFR term member Chike Aguh, a member 
of the CFR task force behind the report 
and a former teacher who now works at the 
McChrystal Group, condensed the subject 
matter into four “buckets,” as he described 
it. Phrased as questions, he put it this way: 
“What is the work of the future? How do 
we make sure that we have the workers 
who have the skills to do that work? How 
do we make sure that those workers can 
find that work, and vice-versa? And lastly, 
how do we make sure that there’s a safety 
net to support them the entire way?” 


The meme: The CFR claims radical changes 
in education and governance are needed to 
deal with automation, but that is obviously 

just a pretext to promote globalism and Big 
Government. 
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Among other topics, Aguh argued that 
new systems were needed to help people 
who need work to find work that needs 
to be done. Using an example of a casino 
that could not find enough workers, he 
claimed there was “a lack of matching be- 
tween people who could do the work and 
the work that needed to be done.” “And 
the question is,” he continued, “how do we 
solve that?” In a free-market system, those 
problems generally work themselves out. 
If there are not enough workers to fill job 
openings, then the employers may need to 
pay higher wages, or offer more benefits, 
or advertise better. But in the CFR’s view, 
it seems more bureaucracy and govern- 
ment programs are the answer. 

Another topic on the call was establish- 
ing a “social safety net” that will “support 
the worker through this whole process.” 
According to Aguh, the existing welfare 
state is not enough. Complaining that the 
current regime was established in the 1950s 
and has not changed much since then, Aguh 
argued that the government should play a 
much more active role in providing eco- 
nomic “security” for people. For instance, 
he said some people might stay in their job 
simply because of the benefits it provides, 
whereas if the government created pro- 
grams for health and welfare, that worker 
could move to another job more easily. 

In a phone interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN, Aguh noted that there were 


major changes when the economy went 
from primarily an agricultural system to 
a more industrial system. “As we look 
at this new economy, the Fourth Indus- 
trial Revolution, we argue that we need 
a change,” he explained, adding that the 
system would have to change to keep pace 
with the changes happening in the econo- 
my, such as automation, job losses, and so 
on. But in the end, there is “no silver bul- 
let,” he said. “There’s a myriad of things 
that have to happen.” 

Separately, CFR task force project di- 
rector Ted Alden acknowledged to THE 
New AMERICAN in a phone interview that 
the report seeks to tackle an enormous 
range of issues. “The danger of this is that 
it becomes a report about everything,” he 
said, chuckling. Then he provided an over- 
view of some of the many areas where the 
CFR group believes policymakers should 
make changes. 

Asked about “global models” for unem- 
ployment insurance, Alden said there were 
two big pieces. One is to make the system 
more “effective.” “Europeans do better than 
we do here; Denmark and Sweden do this 
better than we do,” he said. “That doesn’t 
mean we necessarily need to follow them 
— they have different systems — but they 
do a lot right. For example, their unemploy- 
ment systems. The U.S. is an enormous lag- 
gard in re-training and in spending.” 

In America, the unemployment system 
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The mouthpiece: Chike Aguh, who hooked up with globalists, is one of the front men for the 
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CFR’s new agenda to restructure government and education under the guise of “the work ahead.” 
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was designed for cyclical downturns as 
people were laid off in bad times. “We argue 
for a move toward more of an affordable 
benefits program, recognizing the emer- 
gence of the gig economy,” he said, citing 
issues such as California’s recent scheme to 
force Uber and other similar companies to 
treat all their drivers as actual employees. 
“We have to have a social-benefit system 
that makes this kind of model work.” 

While saying that did not necessar- 
ily mean a government takeover of health 
insurance, retirement, and other benefits 
people often obtain from their jobs, Alden 
and the task force report made clear that the 
federal government has a significant role to 
play. “What we’ re talking about is allowing 
people to move more easily between jobs 
and retain benefits,” said Alden, who de- 
scribed his role as “working to try to fash- 
ion a consensus from the smart and vision- 
ary people” involved in the task force. “We 
need greater flexibility. The gap in econom- 
ic security between full-time workers and 
part-time workers is enormous.” The task 
force did not get down to the “very granular 
level,” but there are many different models 
worth looking at, he said. 

On immigration, Alden said he did not 
want to speak for the group on how to de- 
sign an immigration system. “What I can 
say with confidence about the position of 
the group is we were trying to deal with a 
conundrum,” he said. “How does the U.S. 
remain the most competitive and innova- 
tive economy in the world? Our prosperity 
depends on us maintaining a technologi- 
cal lead. We don’t want to see govern- 
ment throwing wrenches that slow down 
technological progress. But if you look at 
evidence on high-skilled immigration to 
the U.S., it’s a tremendous benefit to the 
U.S. economy and innovation.” 

When pressed about the views of crit- 
ics, Alden said the “notion of immigrants 
as competition for American workers” was 
actually “short sighted.” But of course, it 
is an established fact that an increased 
supply of labor will have the immediate 
effect of driving down wages, compound- 
ing the looming job losses and relocation 
that purport to justify the entire CFR task 
force’s agenda. 

In the end, Alden portrayed the CFR’s 
efforts as a benevolent plan to help Amer- 
ica succeed in a complex and globalized 
world. “Americans feel very uncertain 
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Leading us astray: Council on Foreign Relations boss Richard Haass is the president of one 
of the most powerful Deep State organizations in the world, dominating U.S. foreign policy for 
generations. The CFR now wants Americans to restructure schools according to its directives. 


right now,” he said. “They don’t know 
their place. If we don’t help Americans 
succeed, the future of the country is going 
to be very much in question. The U.S. is 
pulling back in global leadership, but we 
believe U.S. leadership has been an im- 
portant force in the world. So there is a 
very important duality: How do we remain 
competitive and innovate, while mak- 
ing sure the benefits spread out to all of 
America, so they can embrace the future 
rather than be scared of it?” 


Different Agenda 
Lawmakers who spoke with THE NEw 
AMERICAN, though, had a different take 
on it all. Senator Regina Bayer, an Idaho 
Republican who was invited to join the 
CFR’s conference call for state officials, 
warned of a nefarious agenda hidden just 
below the surface. “My take on this con- 
ference call and task force is the CFR is at- 
tempting to establish a new, direct form of 
communication; new ways to disseminate 
information,” she explained. “They need 
to establish themselves as dedicated and 
honorable so that their information will be 
accepted as good and truthful.” 

Part of the agenda, Senator Bayer 
continued, is to establish a sort of “open 
door” communication between the CFR 
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and state and local officials, as the “fed- 
eral and international approaches are not 
as successful as they would like to see.” 
She cited the implementation of the totali- 
tarian United Nations Agenda 2030 as an 
example. “It is working better now as it is 
being implemented at the local and state 
levels rather than just a power push from 
the top,” she explained. Part of the strat- 
egy seems to be to “wow” state and local 
politicians into feeling important because 
a well-known organization like the CFR is 
interested in connecting with them. Inter- 
estingly, before Trump’s election, a CFR 
member was calling for abolishing U.S. 
state governments entirely. 

But the underlying goals are clear. 
“Both the conference call and the Indepen- 
dent Task Force report are full of global- 
government ideologies,” she explained. 
“Most of it reads like Keynesian mumbo 
jumbo. The true remedy would be a return 
to Austrian economics.” Keynesian econo- 
mists typically believe government ought 
to intervene in the economy to deal with 
all manner of real and imagined “market 
failures.” Austrian-school economists, by 
contrast, generally believe the free mar- 
ket without unnecessary government in- 
tervention is the best system in terms of 
creating and distributing wealth. 
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“There seems to be the same old pitch 
that government can solve all problems, 
from higher wages to lower home prices,” 
continued Senator Bayer, warning that 
government cannot do better than markets 
and freedom at solving problems. Plus, the 
CFR’s internationalist agenda is not diffi- 
cult to discern. “When looking at informa- 
tion discussing the dangers of the U.S.- 
Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA), 
the global goals of the CFR become obvi- 
ous,” the senator warned, citing the “free 
trade” scheme negotiated by CFR member 
Robert Lighthizer and strongly endorsed 
by CFR boss Richard Haass. 

Especially among Republicans and 
grassroots conservatives, thanks largely 
to the efforts of Americanist organizations 
such as The John Birch Society and Eagle 
Forum, even establishment types have 
long recognized that a public associa- 
tion with the CFR can be politically toxic 
among voters. That is why, for instance, 
former Vice President Dick Cheney, who 
served as a director of CFR, boasted in a 
speech at the CFR of concealing his ties 
to the globalist organization while cam- 
paigning for reelection in Wyoming. But 
the CFR appears to be working to create 
ties with lawmakers and policymakers on 
both sides of the aisle nonetheless. 

The CFR is a powerful organization 
with a well-documented track record of 
promoting globalism, undeclared war, 
unconstitutional Big Government poli- 
cies, and more. This report will perpetu- 
ate that history. So far, the task force and 
“The Work Ahead” report have received 
very little attention by the establishment 
press, much of which is openly in bed 
with the CFR — including many outlets 
that are corporate members of the group. 
However, a push to advance the CFR task 
force’s agenda is almost certainly com- 
ing, after the groundwork has been prop- 
erly laid. 

As Admiral Ward explained, when 
the CFR’s leadership decides to pursue 
a policy, the incredibly powerful propa- 
ganda and lobbying apparatus at its dis- 
posal represents a force to be reckoned 
with. That day is likely coming on this 
agenda, too. For right now, globalism is 
on defense. But over the long term, only 
an educated and informed electorate will 
be able to defend freedom and resist these 
growing assaults. 
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CFR PUSHES CENTRAL PLANNING 
TO FUSE EDUCATION WITH ECONOMY 


Making worker bees, not thinkers: Under the guise of preparing 
Americans for automation, the CFR is advocating for turning education 
into workforce training, a model pioneered by the Soviets. 


by Alex Newman 


state and local officials, as well as other leaders, to trans- 
form the education system, claiming that looming changes 
in the economy and the workplace will require workers who are 
properly “educated” and “trained” for the new paradigm. The ef- 
fort seeks to “reverse-engineer” every part of the education and 
workforce training system, and ensure that components are “all 
walking in lockstep.” In interviews with THE NEw AMERICAN, two 
of the CFR task force members involved in developing the recom- 
mendations warned of major problems ahead for America if the 
organization’s ideas were not acted upon — and soon. 
However, also in interviews with THE NEW AMERICAN, educa- 
tion experts, critics of technocratic governance, and leading law- 
makers all sounded the alarm about the CFR’s proposed schemes. 


T he globalist-minded Council on Foreign Relations is urging 
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The globalist Council on Foreign Relations is 
pushing for state and local help to restructure 
schools and emphasize workforce training, 
instead of creating thinkers. 


One expert argued that the educational policies advanced by 
the task force resemble the tools used by totalitarian regimes 
such as the communist dictatorships of the Soviet Union and 
China. Another expert condemned the ideas as moving America 
toward technocracy. A prominent educator expressed shock that 
the report made no mention of the very real and very serious 
problems with the current education system. And considering 
the CFR membership’s long history of betraying America and 
liberty around the world to advance globalism and tyranny, law- 
makers warned that there are very good reasons to be concerned. 

According to the CFR’s Task Force report, dubbed “The Work 
Ahead: Machines, Skills, and U.S. Leadership in the Twenty- 
First Century,” America will be facing massive changes in the 
years ahead. Especially concerning to the CFR’s panel behind 
the report is the growth of automation and technology, which 
will displace large numbers of American workers across a broad 
range of industries. All of that is true, of course. But any effort 
to sell drastic changes including even bigger Big Government 
and an enormous array of new unconstitutional policies must 
have at least a kernel of truth to sound palatable. This effort is 
no exception. 

The plot is audacious and comprehensive. In the article en- 
titled “CFR: U.S. Needs More Mass Migration, Bigger Welfare 
State” (see page 19), THE NEW AMERICAN explored the enor- 
mous transformations that the powerful CFR is pursuing relat- 
ing to social-welfare programs and immigration. In short, under 
the guise of preparing America for the future, the CFR argued 
that the U.S. government must massively expand the size and 
scope of government, ranging from healthcare and retirement 
to increased immigration. Sweden and Denmark, two of the na- 
tions with the most bloated governments on Earth, are praised 
as successful models. Interestingly, even while warning of huge 
looming job losses for American workers, the CFR report advo- 
cated a surge in immigration. 

The other key component of the CFR’s “Work Ahead” agenda 
deals with “education.” Indeed, the CFR report claims America 
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needs “dramatic” so-called transforma- 
tions in the education system. Much of 
this must be driven by government, the 
globalist group argued. Simply “waiting 
and hoping that the market will sort out the 
challenges,” according to the CFR report, 
“is not an adequate response.” It was not 
made clear why. Rather, the CFR claimed 
only that failure to provide “the educa- 
tion” that apparently helpless Americans 
supposedly “need” for the future would 
be dangerous. It was also not clear why 
Americans could not take responsibility 
themselves for their education. 

In a phone interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN, CFR task force project direc- 
tor Ted Alden said the goal of the effort 
was to “make it a top national priority to 
prepare the American workforce for the 
changes that are coming.” According to 
Alden, the thing that the United States did 
“better than any other country” was push- 
ing ahead with tax-funded education for 
everyone. “In the early 20th century, the 
U.S. led every country in terms 


omy not because of free markets, private- 
property rights, or Christian civilization, 
but rather because of government “edu- 
cation.” What the CFR left out was that 
the architects of America’s government 
education system were almost all com- 
munists, eugenicists, collectivists, social- 
ists, or humanists, or some combination 
of the above. And they were working not 
to educate America, in the true sense, but 
to fundamentally transform it away from 
a free Christian republic toward a collec- 
tivist, secular society. The consequences 
have been catastrophic, as the CFR in- 
advertently admits throughout the report 
when pointing out the tragic outcomes 
from America’s government-run educa- 
tion system. 

Another phony premise relied on by 
the CFR to advance its policy demands is 
the fact that employers are having trouble 
finding employees to fill jobs. That is 
true. But it is easy to demonstrate that the 
problem is the very government education 


system that the CFR claims is so crucial 
to America’s success. Today, the federal 
government’s own data reveal that Ameri- 
can children are being dumbed down at an 
unprecedented rate. More than two-thirds 
of eighth graders are not proficient in any 
core subject, according to the latest Na- 
tional Assessment of Educational Progress 
data. Prior to the government-education 
system becoming ubiquitous, Americans 
were far better educated, as vast amounts 
of statistical and anecdotal data reveal. 

The CFR does want reform. But it 
would make the crisis in education even 
worse than it is now, completely severing 
ties to traditional liberal education while 
undermining freedom. 


Recommendations 
Among the various changes and recom- 
mendations that the CFR is peddling: 
¢ Ensure that college and university 
are “within the reach of all Americans,” 
presumably by either forcing taxpayers to 
pay for it all or by shackling young 


of moving Americans into sec- 
ondary education, then into post- 
secondary education with the G.I. 
Bill,” he said when asked why the 
market system could not deal with 
the coming changes. “A lot of this 
came from state and local govern- 
ment. This is a familiar history 
that we handled well in the 20th 
century.” 

Alden argued that there is “prob- 
ably a lot that needs to be fixed in 
K-12 education.” In particular, 
offering internship programs in 
South Carolina as an example, 
he said linking education and 
workforce development would be 
crucial. “We’re trying to build a 
practical bridge between educa- 
tion and the jobs of the future,” 
he said. “General improvement 
in education is an urgent national 
need.” And that is why many of the 
recommendations and outreach ef- 
forts are directed at state and local 
officials, in addition to the federal 
government. 

However, the CFR narrative 
appears to start off with multiple 
false premises. For instance, it ar- 
gues that the United States became 
the world’s most successful econ- 
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The excuse: CFR Senior Fellow Edward Alden, who ran the 
“Work Ahead” scheme, told THE New American that without 
following the CFR’s prescription, America will get left behind. 


Americans to ever-greater levels 
of debt they cannot pay. 

¢ Link “education more closely 
to employment outcomes.” “A 
change in thinking is needed, from 
seeing education and work as dis- 
tinct and separate activities to con- 
sidering them as closely linked,” 
the report continues. 

* Provide “expanded counseling 
for students to set them on suc- 
cessful education-to-work paths,” 
since apparently government 
knows best what “path” those 
children should be on. The gov- 
ernment schools should also lay 
out “guided pathways” to direct 
students toward what the central 
planners believe will be needed in 
the future. 

* Collect more data on students 
to be disseminated by government, 
on everything from education to 
career, to make all the central plan- 
ning work. “Washington should 
expand and improve its own data 
gathering and dissemination,” the 
report says, adding that the private 
sector must also be conscripted 
into this Big Data scheme. 

* Concentrate greater emphasis 
on “lifelong learning,” which will 
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“require changes in behavior” by employ- 
ees. This means adults need to be con- 
stantly ready and willing to go back to the 
government for more so-called education 
to keep up with changes in society and the 
economy. 

« Insist state and local governments do a 
better job of central planning and incorpo- 
rating their ideas about what society and the 
economy need into the education system. 
Among other policies, taking a page out 
of the Soviet playbook, authorities must 
“undertake detailed skills assessments of 
the population and the workforce needs 
of local employers,” the CFR task force 
argued. “Devising and implementing ap- 
propriate educational options depends on 
a solid assessment of the workforce needs 
of local employers and the education and 
skills level of the state workforce.” Also 
required: “close collaboration among state 
governments, educational institutions, and 
employers.” 

¢ Include new “workplace readiness 
standards” in middle- and high-school 
curricula, requiring the education es- 
tablishment to predict the future of the 
economy and prepare all children accord- 
ingly. “Skills readiness standards would 
be aligned with skills that are or will be 
in demand for quality jobs in the future 
or present,” the report added, noting that 
the standards would be continually revis- 
ited by “standard setters.” These standards 
should include “habits of the mind,” the 
CER said cryptically, without elaborating. 

¢ Have the federal government create 
“lifelong learning accounts” to provide 
money for everyone to pursue “lifelong 
learning.” This would be “a national pro- 
gram to help finance mid-career retrain- 
ing,” the CFR said without citing any pro- 
vision in the U.S. Constitution that would 
authorize such a program. 

¢ Have the federal government develop 
a national ranking system for schools, 
building on the Obama administration’s 
efforts. While this would ostensibly help 
students decide which colleges offer the 
best value, it would also help the federal 
government demonize and marginalize 
educational institutions such as Christian 
colleges that resist the growing extremism 
that has infected higher education. 

« Launch propaganda campaigns 
through the federal government and state 
governments involving public figures 
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The CFR narrative appears to start off with multiple 
false premises. For instance, it argues that the United 
States became the world’s most successful economy 
not because of free markets, private-property rights, or 
Christian civilization, but rather because of government 


“education.” 
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Where’s the fix for this? The federal government’s own data show America is facing a literacy 
crisis of existential proportions, yet the CFR plan contains no mention of the practical solutions to 


this mess. 


from sports and entertainment to “en- 
courage young people to make the best 
possible educational-to-work choices.” It 
was not immediately clear how authori- 
ties would determine what the best pos- 
sible education and work choices would 
be. Social media and other tools should be 
used, the report said. 

In a phone interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN, CFR task force member Chike 
Aguh, a former teacher who now works 
for the McChrystal Group, seemed well in- 
tentioned and highly intelligent while de- 
fending the CFR’s proposals. When asked 
about the purpose of education and wheth- 
er it included more than just being good 
workers, for instance, Aguh demurred. 


“The type of skills and mindset that make 
people good citizens make them a good 
part of the workforce,” he said, calling for 
students to learn both “timeless” skills and 
“just-in-time” skills. “There is no silver 
bullet. There are a myriad of things that 
have to happen.” 

Asked about concerns over central 
planning and the Sovietesque element, 
Aguh again downplayed concerns. “In- 
dustry will be telling educational institu- 
tions what they need, not committees of 
bureaucrats, so honestly I wouldn’t worry 
too much about that,” he said. “There is 
a huge array of players that has to work 
together for this to happen: the federal 
government, local governments, state gov- 


ernments, universities, and employers. No 
one player can solve the problem. We need 
the entire system of players.” 

Aguh also explained why the Council 
on Foreign Relations was reaching out to 
state legislators to promote this agenda, 
when the CFR is much better known for 
focusing on the federal government’s 
foreign policy. “On a broad level, no one 
level can do it by itself,” he said. “If you 
think of where the power lies on educa- 
tion, the state has a lot of power. To be 
frank, in terms of the urgency, they can’t 
wait for the federal government to figure 
it out and save the state and local govern- 
ments, so that’s a refrain we hear. They 
are also right on the ground with employ- 
ers. In many ways it will be about how the 
federal government can support state and 
local governments.” 

Government needs to focus on creat- 
ing enough jobs, he explained in a con- 
ference call with state legislators. “Sec- 
ondly, once we have the jobs, how do we 
make sure that there are the people who 
have the skills to do them?” he asked. 
“This is where I think you all, and the 
role that you serve, how do we — how 
does government and all of the other rel- 
evant institutions have an idea what that 
private sector’s going to need now and in 
the future? And then how do we reverse- 
engineer our education system going as 
early as pre-K all the way up through 
workforce development to make sure that 
that’s happening? ... How do we make 
sure that all of those parts of the educa- 
tion system, from elementary to tertiary 
to advanced and workforce development, 
are all walking in lockstep to make sure 
that those workers have those skills.” 


Education Critics 

In interviews with THE NEw AMERICAN, 
though, critics slammed the CFR’s ideas. 
Former senior policy advisor on education 
Charlotte Iserbyt, who served under Presi- 
dent Ronald Reagan, blasted the globalist 
move to replace education with “work- 
force training.” But she was not surprised 
by the effort. Iserbyt, author of the must- 
read book The Deliberate Dumbing Down 
of America, once leaked key documents 
from the U.S. Department of Education. 
Among other horrors, she exposed efforts 
even in the 1980s aimed at Sovietizing the 
American education system. 
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Before offering her own thoughts on 
the CFR program, she quoted famous 
Christian writer C.S. Lewis. “If education 
is beaten by training, civilization dies,” 
wrote Lewis, adding that “the lesson of 
history” is the fact that “civilization is a 
rarity, attained with difficulty and easily 
lost.” Lewis also noted that a liberal-arts 
education frees the student, transforming 
him from “an unregenerate little bundle 
of appetites” into “the good man and the 
good citizen.” By contrast, workforce 
training “aims at making not a good man 
but a good banker, a good electrician, or a 
good surgeon.” 

Speaking of the transformation of 
education into workforce training, Iser- 
byt expressed alarm. “This sort of edu- 
cational vision means freedom of choice 
disappears for everyone,” she said. “If the 
government decides there will only be 
10 welders needed, then your child will 
not be allowed to pursue welding if the 
10 spots are already filled, even if he is 
only number 11. Same with other career 
choices. The government will be deciding 
who learns what and when. This is the 
kind of the phony education the Soviet 
Union provided. Education should never 
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be workforce training. Americans should 
be allowed to choose their own future.” 

The term “lifelong learning” was also 
a red flag, Iserbyt warned. “The danger 
of lifelong learning is that it puts every- 
thing under the umbrella of the tax-funded 
school districts and agencies,” she said. 
“That means government schools become 
the center of the community, even for el- 
derly Americans. That is wrong. This is a 
police state being brought in through edu- 
cation, the COPS program [Community 
Oriented Policing Services] and other re- 
lated mechanisms. This has been going on 
for a long time, but we have got to resist 
it. This is horrific. It’s the Chinese Com- 
munist learning system, preparing people 
to live in a police state.” 

Other education experts also expressed 
serious concerns. Southern Methodist 
University Professor Emeritus of Teach- 
ing and Learning Dr. Patricia Mathes, 
founder of Hoot Education, Inc., acknowl- 
edged not being fully versed on the CFR’s 
agenda and programs. But what she saw 
in the report and documents was enough 
to raise serious concerns, Dr. Mathes told 
THE NEW AMERICAN. 

“What I was most struck by was a lack 
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Part of the education plan: Even adults will need to be constantly trained and re-trained in 
“lifelong learning” to keep up with changes in the New World Order being built by the CFR and its 


Deep State allies. 
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The long-term plan: While serving as senior advisor on education in the Reagan administration, 
Charlotte Iserbyt found evidence Americans were being dumbed down with Soviet quackery. The 


CFR plan doubles down on it. 


of recognition that our schools are failing 
large swaths of our children in that most 
of youth are leaving high school unable to 
read, write, do mathematics, or think crit- 
ically at levels to allow them to succeed 
in additional educational opportunities,” 
she said. “As such, these students, largely 
from poor and minority backgrounds, are 
essentially locked out of the American 
dream.” 

“For these students, it is not enough to 
offer additional educational opportunities 
since often these students don’t possess 
prerequisites necessary to profit from addi- 
tional opportunities,” Dr. Mathes warned. 
“The issue is much bigger than undergrad- 
uates graduating with liberal arts degrees 
of little job value. Thus, if our nation’s 
youth is going to be able to succeed in the 
highly technological world with its ever 
increasing needs to literacy and numeracy 
ability, then our nation need[s] a laser on 
ensuring every student achieves adequate 
literacy and numeracy as the first step.” Of 
course, that is not addressed anywhere in 
the CFR report. 

Author Patrick Wood, perhaps the 
world’s leading critic of technocracy, 
warned that the entire CFR report ad- 
vances a dangerous form of governance 
that is alien to America and incompatible 
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with human liberty, using education as a 
tool. “This is a social engineering scheme 
that bonds government with the economic 
system for the sake of control,” explained 
Wood, who has written two books on tech- 
nocracy and co-wrote Trilaterals Over 
Washington, the most important book ex- 
posing David Rockefeller’s CFR-linked 
Trilateral Commission. “One could call 
it Fascism, but more likely it is properly 
called Technocracy.” 

Addressing the CFR’s call to link edu- 
cation more closely with “employment 
outcomes,” Wood asked an important 
question. “The problem here is, who sets 
the ‘employment outcomes’? Again, so- 
cial engineering,” he warned. “If Ameri- 
cans were first taught critical thinking 
skills along with basic skills such as 
math, basic science, how to communi- 
cate, etc., the rest would sort itself out 
automatically.” The end goal, in any case, 
is to foist a top-down technocratic form 
of government on Americans that would 
use education and other tools to socially 
engineer the public. 

State Senator Regina Bayer, an Idaho 
Republican who was invited to join the 
CFR’s conference call for state officials, 
also warmed of a sinister agenda being pur- 
sued under the guise of helping America. 


“Both the conference call and the Indepen- 
dent task force report are full of global- 
government ideologies,” the conservative 
GOP senator said, blasting the push for 
even more Big Government involvement 
in all facets of life. “There seems to be the 
same old pitch that government can solve 
all problems.” 

The CFR’s report occasionally con- 
tains statements that are true, or recom- 
mendations that may be helpful and desir- 
able. However, the CFR has proven itself 
to be dangerous to America and liberty, 
and it very clearly has an agenda that is 
deeply at odds with Americanism, God- 
given individual rights, self-government, 
and the U.S. Constitution. It has openly 
supported the undermining of national 
sovereignty, and defectors such as Ad- 
miral Chester Ward have warned that its 
membership is pursuing a dangerous plot 
to submerge America into a one-world 
government. 

Technology has always advanced, and 
work has always changed. Yet a true ed- 
ucation does not view children merely 
as “human resources” to be groomed by 
government into being an efficient cog 
in the machine. Rather, real education 
transcends all that: It teaches children 
about God, eternal moral values, right 
and wrong, how to think, how to edu- 
cate oneself, how to be a self-governing 
citizen of a free republic, how to reason 
and use logic, and much more. That be- 
gins with a solid foundation in reading, 
something that the federal government’s 
own data show clearly is not happening 
now. 

The educational nightmare envisioned 
by the CFR — a seamless national in- 
doctrination system aimed at producing 
compliant worker drones — must be 
stopped. In fact, the quackery and fraudu- 
lent education of the last few generations, 
at least, must be totally reconsidered. To 
prepare for an uncertain future, the most 
important single thing Americans could 
do is get the out-of-control government 
and Deep State institutions such as the 
CFR completely out of their children’s 
education. That is far more urgent than 
any of the CFR’s dire prognostications. 
And without dealing with the education 
crisis that the CFR proposes to intensify, 
America may not survive another genera- 
tion as a free society. Hi 
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BOOK REVIEW 


WHY AND HOW 
TEXIANS TOOK ON MEXICO 


So you were told that we stole Texas from Mexico? This new book on 
the Texas revolution, which is both entertaining and informative, will 
tell not only how Texas seceded from Mexico, but why. 


BRIAN 
KILMEADE 


HOUSTON & 


the ALAMO 
AVENGERS 


THE TEXAS VICTORY THAT CHANGEDAMERICAN HISTORY 


by Steve Byas 


Sam Houston & The Alamo Avengers: 
The Texas Victory That Changed Ameri- 
can History, by Brian Kilmeade, New 
York: Sentinel, 2019, 234 pages, hardback. 


rian Kilmeade, author of the New 
B York Times best-seller George 

Washington's Secret Six and two 
other books on American history (Thomas 
Jefferson and the Tripoli Pirates and An- 
drew Jackson and the Miracle of New Or- 
leans), has produced yet another retelling 
of a famous event, the story of the Texas 
Revolution of 1836. Written in his enter- 


Steve Byas is a university history and government 


instructor, and author of History’s Greatest Libels. 
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taining, yet informative, style, this is a ver- 
sion written for a popular audience on the 
stirring events of the Texas Revolution — 
the heroic defense of the Alamo, followed 
six weeks later by the Texian (as they were 
then called) victory at San Jacinto under 
the leadership of Sam Houston. 

After reading this book, a person will 
know why this story has inspired so many 
people since 1836. 

The central characters of Kilmeade’s 
narrative — David Crockett, Jim Bowie, 
William Barrett Travis, Sam Houston, and 
Stephen Austin — are presented fairly, as 
real flesh-and-blood human beings with 
all of the flaws of human nature, but at the 
same time figures of unusual heroic action 
and men to whom we as Americans owe 
deep gratitude. 

When Thomas Jefferson purchased the 
Louisiana Territory from France in 1803, 
he believed that it included the area now 
known as the state of Texas. Later, it was 
among the grievances that Andrew Jackson 
had against John Quincy Adams. Adams, 
as secretary of state under President James 
Monroe, had given up America’s claim to 
Texas in the 1819 Adams-Onis Treaty, the 
treaty under which the United States ob- 
tained Florida. 

Stephen Austin inherited a land grant 
from his father, Moses, which Moses had 
received from the Mexican government 
shortly after Mexico won its independence 
from Spain. The lands of Texas, part of the 
Mexican state of Coahuila, were opened 
to settlement by American pioneers. Aus- 
tin, as “empresario,” was assigned the 
power to take and act on the land grant 
petitions of immigrants from the United 
States. The Mexican government believed 
the American immigrants would provide a 
buffer with the war-like Comanches who 


were discouraging settlement by the native 
Mexican population. 

The immigrants from the United States 
believed they were entering a country 
with a constitution modeled after that of 
the United States they were leaving be- 
hind, complete with decentralized states 
and respect for civil liberties. That did not 
prove to be the case, and rebellions broke 
out in Mexico against the centralizing ef- 
forts of the government of Mexico. At first, 
the highly ambitious and ruthless Gen- 
eral Santa Anna fought on the side of the 
government. With implications for future 
events in the Texas Revolution, he executed 
112 rebels — after they had surrendered. 

Later, Santa Anna won election as presi- 
dent of Mexico as a champion of the con- 
stitution and federalism, but he soon made 
himself a dictator. Santa Anna later confid- 
ed in U.S. Minister to Mexico Joel Poinsett, 
“A hundred years to come my people will 
not be fit for liberty. They do not know ... 
unenlightened as they are [that] despotism 
is the proper government for them.” 

Many native Mexicans fought in the 
Texas Revolution on the side of the im- 
migrant Texians, and 13 died in defense 
of the Alamo. When Texas eventually de- 
clared its independence, Lorenzo de Za- 
vala was elected the new republic’s first 
vice president. 

Santa Anna adopted many of the policies 
of modern dictators, including attempting 
to ban the private ownership of firearms, a 
policy that helped precipitate the very re- 
bellion it was intended to prevent. 

Reminiscent of our own American 
Revolution, Texians — both immigrant 
and native — were torn between asking 
Santa Anna for statehood, along with re- 
spect for their rights under the Mexican 
constitution, or simply declaring inde- 
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pendence from Mexico. As Santa Anna’s 
reign became increasingly dictatorial, it 
became clear that independence was the 
best course of action. 

Texians, led by Jim Bowie, soon took 
the Alamo from a small Mexican garrison 
after a brief battle. The Alamo was an old 
Spanish Catholic mission that had been 
turned into a military fort in the southern 
Texas town of San Antonio. Sam Houston, 
a former governor of Tennessee, a protégé 
of Andrew Jackson, and a veteran of the 
War of 1812, had come to Texas and was 
soon a leader in the revolution. He strongly 
advised Bowie to abandon the Alamo, argu- 
ing that he could not successfully defend it 
against the military force Santa Anna could 
be expected to bring against them. 

As Kilmeade writes, “The victory at San 
Antonio [by the Americans over the Mexi- 
can garrison] appeared to be a giant step 
closer to independence. The capture of the 
Alamo was a triumph, and the retreat of 
the Mexican force cause for great rejoic- 
ing. Could the war even be over? Sam 
Houston didn’t think so. He suspected it 
was a fight they should not have had, and 
the Alamo a fort that could not be held.” 

Bowie defied Houston, the commander- 
in-chief of the new Texas army (mostly a 
paper army at this point), and later had a 
dispute with Colonel William Barret Tra- 
vis as to which man should be in charge 
at the Alamo. Bowie and Travis resolved 
their differences with an agreement that 
Travis would command the regulars and 


the cavalry, while Bowie would be over the 
volunteers. They would issue orders jointly. 
By the time of the battle for the Alamo, the 
issue had more clearly resolved itself, as 
Bowie became seriously ill and was bed- 
ridden during the final Mexican assault. 

Kilmeade notes that the exact figures of 
the force led by Santa Anna at the Alamo 
is in dispute, with figures as high as five or 
six thousand. Travis gave the 180 defend- 
ers (as with the size of the Mexican force, 
exact numbers are in dispute) of the fort a 
choice — he drew a line in the dirt with his 
sword and said those who wished could 
leave, while those who wished to stay and 
fight against the long odds should cross 
the line. All but one man crossed the line 
to join Travis in remaining. 

Just before the final assault, Travis was 
able to smuggle a letter to Houston and 
the infant Texas “government,” pleading 
for help. “I am besieged, by a thousand or 
more of the Mexicans under Santa Anna.... 
The enemy has demanded a surrender ... 
otherwise, the garrison are to be put to the 
sword.... [have answered the demand with 
a cannon shot, and our flag still waves.” 

He concluded his famous letter with the 
stirring words, “If this call is neglected, [am 
determined to sustain myself as long as pos- 
sible and die like a soldier who never forgets 
what is due to his own honor and that of this 
country — VICTORY OR DEATH.” 

More than one Mexican assault on the 
Alamo failed, but after 13 days, while tak- 
ing horrendous casualties, Santa Anna was 
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able to breach the walls, and he either killed 
all the defenders in the battle or simply shot 
the few defenders taken prisoner. A Texian 
force, knowing that Santa Anna had mur- 
dered the survivors at the Alamo, chose to 
surrender following the Battle of Coleto 
few days later, but that surrender did not 
save them. After being taken to Goliad, all 
425-445 prisoners were summarily execut- 
ed on direct orders from Santa Anna. 

Texians became enraged, and Houston’s 
army — about 80 miles east of San An- 
tonio at Gonzales — swelled with volun- 
teers, all wanting revenge for the Alamo 
and for Goliad. Houston’s biggest problem 
was convincing his enthusiastic army to 
wait until they were sufficiently prepared 
to go into battle. 

Finally, following weeks of military 
training and retreating, Houston was 
ready to make a stand against Santa Anna 
at San Jacinto (near modern-day Houston, 
Texas). Fortunately for Houston’s Texians, 
the Mexican dictator-general wasted some 
time pursuing fleeing members of the 
Texas government. He especially wanted 
to capture and kill de Zavala, whom he 
considered a traitor. 

Houston, “seated in the saddle on his 
tall white horse,” Kilmeade writes, “ad- 
dressed his army” in a speech he described 
as the “speech of a lifetime.” 

“We will meet the enemy. Some of us 
may be killed and must be killed; but, sol- 
diers, remember the Alamo, the Alamo! 
The Alamo!” 

When the Texians attacked, the Mexi- 
can army was mostly exhausted after the 
long pursuit of the Texas government and 
its army. In fact, most were taking a sies- 
ta. The Texians attacked with an enraged 
ferocity, with the words, “Remember the 
Alamo!” on their lips. 

The battle was over in a mere 18 min- 
utes, but the slaughter continued until 
dark. Only 12 Texians died in the assault, 
compared to 630 Mexicans. After Santa 
Anna was captured, he was forced to 
agree to the independence of Texas, with a 
border at the Rio Grande River. Although 
his men wanted to execute Santa Anna 
for war crimes, Houston sternly told them 
that they needed him alive to get the other 
Mexican armies out of Texas. 

Kilmeade’s book is one any person 
who loves inspirational history would 
want to read. Hi 
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Birthday Toys for Tots 


Nine-year-old Sophia Burns asked her 
friends to bring unwrapped toys to her 
birthday party in October so she could do- 
nate them to Toys for Tots at Christmas in 
this story out of Saginaw, Michigan. 

Sophia told MLive.com, “I have too 
many toys. My parents give me every- 
thing I want and I care about others, not 
just myself.” 

Sophia and her parents hosted a party 
with 29 friends in attendance on October 
20, and each brought at least one toy to 
give. In all, Sophia collected 34 toys that 
day. 

Sophia’s mother, Shanna, was over- 
whelmed by her daughter’s kindness. 

“Tt didn’t really hit me until after the 
party,” said Shanna. “I remember Sophia 
telling me, ‘There are a bunch of people 
who will be very happy for Christmas.’ 
She’s 9 going on 14.” 

When asked what compelled her to 
donate her birthday presents, Sophia’s re- 
sponse was simple. “We’re just a giving 
family and not a receiving,” she said, add- 
ing she wants to make this an annual tradi- 
tion in the hopes of inspiring others to do 
the same. 

This is not the first time Sophia sacri- 
ficed for others. Shanna told MLive.com 
Sophia donated eight inches of her hair to 
Wigs for Kids, collected 25 items for Girls 
on the Run, and tutors an autistic girl at her 
school through a special program. 

According to Sophia’s father, Marvin, 
Sophia inherited her generosity from her 
mother. “Ill get into heaven because my 
wife has a plus one,” he told MLive.com. 
“Tt’s so rewarding as a father and husband.” 

Sophia and her family delivered the toys 
to the Saginaw Township Fire Station 3 on 
December 8. Sophia even got a chance to 
ride the local fire truck, WNEM reports. 


Adoption Party 


When five-year-old Michael Orlando 
Clark, Jr. went to the Kent County court- 
house in Grand Rapids, Michigan, to fi- 
nalize his adoption by Andrea Melvin and 
Dave Eaton, he wanted his entire class to 
share in his joy and witness the memo- 
rable occasion. 
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And the adoption ceremony was a joy- 
ous event, Wood TV reported. Each of 
Michael’s classmates from Wealthy El- 
ementary in East Grand Rapids was given 
the opportunity to tell the judge how much 
they loved him. The students even held up 
hearts on a stick to show their support for 
their friend. 

“Michael is my best friend,” offered a 
boy named Steven, the BBC reported. 

“My name is Lily and I love Michael,” 
a little girl told the judge. 

Michael’s teacher also had the oppor- 
tunity to speak. “We began the school 
year as a family. Family doesn’t have to 
be DNA, because family is support and 
love,” she told the judge. 

The judge who oversaw the ceremony 
was moved by the display of love shown 
to Michael and his newfound family. 

“Sometimes their journeys have been 
very long, they’ve included miracle and 
change for the children and family and in- 
credible community support as you’re able 
to see today in Michael’s adoption hear- 
ing,” Judge Patricia Gardner said. 

“His whole kindergarten class and school 
being here to say ‘we love you,’ and ‘we 
support you’ and ‘we’ll be here not only 
today but in all the years in the future.”” 

Michael was one of 37 children adopted 
at the courthouse on December 5, the New 
York Daily News reported. 


Bullied Teen Makes 


Ton of Newfound Friends 


A bullied teen in York City, Pennsylvania, 
got the surprise of his life when he received 
loads of cards and gifts from the local com- 
munity for his 13th birthday and a surprise 
visit from strangers turned friends. 

The Castillo family moved to York City 
from New Jersey, hoping for a fresh start, 
the York Daily Record (YDR) reports, but 
the move proved to be a difficult one for 
their son, Roberto, who was severely bul- 
lied in one of the city public schools. At 
one point, Roberto’s mother, Brendaly, 
even had to file a police report after Ro- 
berto’s shoulder was dislocated by one of 
his bullies. 

Roberto is now at the York Academy 


Regional Charter School, where he is re- 
portedly doing much better academically 
and socially. 

But when Roberto was preparing to cel- 
ebrate his 13th birthday on December 7, 
his mother was concerned he would not 
have any friends to invite. She decided to 
take a risk and post a message on “The 
Movement’s” Facebook page in mid- 
November, asking if any of the members 
would be interested in sending birthday 
cards to her son. The Movement is de- 
scribed on its Facebook page as a group 
that promotes “non-violence and econom- 
ic equality in York County through pro- 
grams, events, and strategic partnerships 
that strengthen our community.” 

Brendaly was astonished by the re- 
sponse. Dozens reached out and asked 
for the Castillos’ address so they could 
send cards. 

The Zero2OneHundred Motorcycle 
club, a 14-member motorcycle club that 
takes pride in giving back to the local 
community, and youth in particular, 
reached out to Brendaly and said a few of 
the members wanted to hand-deliver not 
only cards, but birthday presents. 

According to YDR, on December 7, 
the quiet of Castillo’s neighborhood was 
interrupted by the revving of engines on 
several motorcycles. 

“Motorcycle club members who go by 
the nicknames Bratt, BX, Slim, Rolle, 
Flip, Muggz, CeeCee and Maine gath- 
ered around Roberto’s dining room table 
and added to the pile of cards and gifts 
from other people over the past couple of 
weeks,” YDR reported. 

The motorcycle club could not stay 
long, however, because they reportedly 
“had another kid’s day to brighten on their 
Saturday agenda,” YDR reported. 

Still, Roberto’s birthday surprise was 
more than he could have imagined. He 
received more than 40 cards and several 
gifts and balloons on his birthday. 

Roberto was astonished by the outpour- 
ing of love he received on his special day. 

“IT didn’t expect anything. I thought 
I'd have a calm birthday going out to eat, 
spending time with family, and that’s it,” 
he said. Mf 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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RAILROADING the INNOCENT 


Clint Eastwood's powerful movie Richard Jewell illustrates the 
dangers of Big Government agencies in league with Big Media. 


by Steve Byas 


nly a year after 
the infamous 
1995 bombing of 


the Oklahoma City Alfred | 
P. Murrah Building, the = “== HW 
bomb explosion in 1996 Ni 
at Atlanta’s Centennial . 
Olympic Park understand- 
ably created great fear in 
the general public of con- 
tinued domestic terrorism, 
along with a frantic desire 
to capture the person or 
persons who could commit 
such an evil act. 

Unfortunately, such 
zeal can lead to injustice, 
as director Clint East- 
wood’s movie Richard 
Jewell expertly drama- 
tizes. 

Richard Jewell was the 
security guard falsely ac- 
cused of placing a bomb 
in a backpack at Centen- 
nial Park during the 1996 
Olympics. (The 1996 
Olympics was the 100th 
anniversary of the 1896 
restoration of the ancient Greek games.) 
Jewell is now credited with saving hun- 
dreds of lives when he discovered the 
backpack with the bomb. But soon after 
the explosion, the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation (FBI), intent on capturing the 
person who planted the bomb, targeted 
Jewell himself as the suspect, or as they 
put it, “a person of interest.” 

Rather than playing the needed role of 
government watchdog, one media outlet 
after another mostly joined the FBI with 
multiple stories that Jewell was the likely 
culprit. 

Using the power of the big screen, di- 
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rector Clint Eastwood makes the case that 
an innocent man can be falsely accused 
in the atmosphere of fear found in the 
aftermath of a terrorist attack. Of course, 
Eastwood does not accomplish this by 
himself — Paul Walter Hauser turns in 
a sterling performance as the falsely ac- 
cused Richard Jewell, while Kathy Bates 
does likewise in playing Jewell’s mother. 
(She has earned a nomination for a Golden 
Globe award.) 

The movie takes us back 10 years before 
the bombing, with Jewell in his position as 
a clerk for the Small Business Administra- 
tion. There, Jewell becomes friends with 


RICHARD JEWELL 


one of the lawyers, Wat- 
son Bryant, after Jewell 
not only keeps Bryant 
well-stocked with of- 
fice supplies, but even 
leaves some Snickers 
candy bars on the at- 
torney’s desk. (Jew- 
ell is observant — he 
had noted some empty 
candy wrappers in Bry- 
ant’s trash.) 

Jewell wants to work 
as a law-enforcement 
officer and knows quite 
a bit about police pro- 
cedures. Eventually, he 
fulfills his dream when 
he takes a job as a dep- 
uty sheriff. 

Sadly, Jewell loses 
the deputy’s job, and 
is shown working as 
a security officer at a 
local Baptist college, 
Piedmont. But he loses 
that job, too, when some 
college students com- 
plain that he is being 
too aggressive in his 
enforcement of campus 
tules against drinking. 

Finally, Jewell is depicted working se- 
curity at Centennial Park in 1996, living 
with his mother, after his latest job loss. 

Jewell’s work is rather uneventful until 
he has to confront some drunks breaking 
bottles behind a tower where cameras are 
recording an outdoor concert. As Jewell 
gets the young men to leave, they knock 
over a backpack, which falls under a 
bench. 

He almost immediately suspects that the 
backpack contains explosives, but at first, 
police officers ridicule his concern. Jew- 
ell is persistent, and a bomb specialist is 
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called in, who discovers three pipe bombs 
are in the backpack. The expert’s face is 
drawn of color and he tells the other law- 
enforcement people that the pack contains 
the largest pipe bomb he has ever seen. 

Jewell and other police officers begin 
clearing the crowd away from the back- 
pack, but before everyone can get away 
safely, the bombs detonate. One person 
is killed, and over a hundred more are 
injured. No doubt, without Jewell’s ac- 
tions, many more would have died. Be- 
fore the bomb explodes, he even bravely 
runs up into the AT&T tower to warn the 
workers there that they needed to get out 
immediately. 

At first, Jewell is hailed as a great 
hero — a designation that he rejects. But 
as the FBI puts together its lone-wolf pro- 
file (Jewell is a single white male and he 
owns guns, after all), they remember an- 
other bomb case (at the 1984 Los Angeles 
Olympics) in which the bomber turned 
out to be the man who supposedly discov- 
ered the bomb. Unfortunately, a reporter 
(played by Olivia Wilde) for the Atlanta 
Journal-Constitution learns from the lead 
FBI agent that Jewell has become their 
most likely suspect. 


Fortunately, Jewell’s lawyer friend 
(played by Sam Rockwell) saves him 
from being tricked into confessing. FBI 
agents even try to convince Jewell to sign 
a form to waive his constitutionally pro- 
tected rights with the lie that he is part of 
a “training film” about bomb detection. 
Jewell, who had studied police proce- 
dures, protests, “This is a real document. 
I don’t think I would feel comfortable 
signing something like this.” He then 
calls his lawyer friend Bryant. Bryant, 
who earlier in the film had denounced 
the maltreatment of small business own- 
ers by the SBA that he worked for, is a 
libertarian. No comment is ever made in 
the film directly about Bryant’s political 
beliefs, but on his wall are posters of the 
Bill of Rights and a simple statement: “I 
fear government more than I fear terror- 
ists.” 

Still, Bryant is somewhat reluctant to 
take the case, until his assistant, Nadya, 
whose Russian accent indicates she had 
lived under communism, bluntly tells him, 
“Tn the country I come from, if the govern- 
ment says you are guilty, you are actually 
innocent.” 

Bryant asks his client whether he has 


Gotcha games: FBI agents deceived Richard Jewell during his interrogation, telling him that he was 
a key witness, neglecting to say that they had already determined he was likely the bomber. After 
saying that they were using him for a “training video,” they asked him if he would like to make the 
video more real by signing an official form, waiving his constitutional rights. In the scene shown 
here, he is asked to repeat the bomber’s words on a 911 recording. 
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ever been involved in any anti-govern- 
ment extremist activities, to which Jewell 
answers no. In fact, one of Jewell’s biggest 
problems is that he has too much implicit 
trust in the FBI. When Bryant asks him 
if he has ever been a member of a reli- 
gious cult, Jewell responds, “Not unless 
you consider being a Baptist part of a re- 
ligious cult.” 

Not everyone is pleased with the film, 
particularly the Atlanta Journal-Consti- 
tution. It argues that its role in the affair 
has been unfairly characterized in the film, 
particularly the actions of reporter Kathy 
Scruggs, who, the movie implies, offered 
sex to the lead FBI agent in exchange for 
the story. 

Eastwood has rejected the newspaper’s 
objections, accusing them of trying to “ra- 
tionalize” their portrayal of Jewell in news 
articles. 

Some suspect that Eastwood is making a 
link to contemporary events involving col- 
lusion between the FBI and the left-wing 
national media. Certainly, neither the FBI 
nor much of the media comes across well 
in this dramatization of the events of 1996. 
Obviously, the Atlanta Journal-Constitu- 
tion was told by someone inside the FBI 
that Jewell was the most likely culprit, and 
the newspaper’s reporting (along with other 
major media outlets,) almost railroaded an 
innocent man. Eventually, the actual culprit 
is captured and confesses to the crime, but 
not before much of the public is convinced 
by the media and the FBI that Richard Jew- 
ell is a terrorist. 

After days of being overly deferential 
to the FBI, Richard Jewell finally tells his 
tormenters, “I used to think federal law 
enforcement was the highest calling... I 
don’t think that anymore.” He then asks 
them, what will the next security guard 
do the next time he sees a backpack? One 
could add, or any other private citizen, 
considering the nightmare that Jewell ex- 
perienced at the hands of the government 
agents and the national media. 

He also notes the irony of the three 
words underneath the FBI logo on the 
door: “Fidelity, Bravery, Integrity.” 

This powerfully demonstrates the dan- 
ger inherent in blindly trusting the media 
or the FBI. After all, what happened to 
Richard Jewell could very well happen 
to anyone else, given the right circum- 
stances. Mi 
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WHEN BIG GOVERNMENT 


CONSPIRES 


WITH BIG MEDIA AGAINST 


ONE MAN 


In a concerted effort by government and media, security 
guard Richard Jewell was railroaded and harassed for 
terrorism, though he tried to avert a bombing. 


Richard 
Jewell 


AP Images 
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by Steve Byas 


guard at the 1996 Olympic games in Atlanta was 

an opportunity to obtain another position in law 
enforcement. In a few short days, the excitement of the 
festivities in Centennial Olympic Park would give way to 
the prospect of a life as an unemployed bachelor, forced 
to move back in with his mother. 

Jewell admired law enforcement, and as he watched 
the crowd watching the rhythm and blues band Jack 
Mack and the Heart Attack, he hoped the contacts he 
was making with some of the scores of law-enforcement 
officers during the concerts held in conjunction with the 
Olympic contests would secure him another job in the 
field. He used his position near the tower built for AT&T 
and NBC to hand out cold soft drinks and water to of- 
ficers on duty. 

Aconscientious employee, he regularly arrived up to 30 
minutes early for his 6 p.m. to 6 a.m. shift, carefully ob- 
serving the spectators and even looking under benches for 
anything suspicious. During his previous employment as a 
police officer and a deputy sheriff, Jewell had taken vari- 
ous law-enforcement courses, including education about 
explosives. From that training, he knew that the crowds in 
the park (numbering as high as 65,000 for a Kenny Rogers 
concert) could be at risk by someone with the evil intent 
to set off a bomb. 

Around 12:30 a.m., Jewell caught sight of seven young 
men pulling beer from a green pack and horsing around. Al- 
ways very observant, he also took notice of a second green 
backpack under a bench, which he presumed contained 
even more beer. As the boys littered the ground with empty 
beer cans, he asked Tom Davis, an agent with the Georgia 
Bureau of Investigation (GBI), who was the assistant com- 
mander of park security, to help him move the boys along. 

But before anything could be said, the boys left the 


| or Richard Jewell, his temporary job as a security 
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area. As Jewell conversed with Davis, he 
noticed that the large backpack had been 
left behind, causing him to ask Davis what 
should be done about it. Davis was uncon- 
cerned, assuming that either the boys or 
some other inebriated spectator had just 
forgotten it. Still, he joined with Jewell in 
attempting to locate the bag’s owner. 

Davis caught up with the boys, who said 
it was not their bag. Others in the area also 
told them it was not their bag. Jewell was 
concerned, and asked Davis, “What do 
you want to do about this situation?” 

Davis thought Jewell was overreact- 
ing, but he finally relented and called in 
a suspicious package report at 12:57 p.m. 
Eight minutes later, two bomb techs — 
Bill Forsyth and Steve Zellers — arrived. 
Jewell ascended the tower steps and told 
the 11 people there to be ready to move 
out quickly if the package turned out to 
be a bomb. 

Forsyth peered inside the bag and discov- 
ered the wiring, pipes, end caps, and timing 
device. As Jewell watched, he recalled the 
Bomb Response course he had taken four 
years earlier, and raced back up the tower 


to order the crews out. For the next several 
minutes, law-enforcement personnel began 
to push back the crowd from the device. 

At 1:20, the bomb — later described 
as the largest of its type ever seen by ATF 
and FBI agents — killed one person (Alice 
Hawthorne, there to celebrate her daugh- 
ter’s 14th birthday) and injured over 100 
others. 

Without the observant eye and persis- 
tence of Richard Jewell, the death toll 
would have been scores, perhaps hun- 
dreds, more. Within a few hours, he would 
be known as a national hero. Within a 
short time after that, he would be known 
as the villain who planted the bomb, and 
his long nightmare would begin. 


Richard Jewell 

Becomes a National Hero 

Atlanta had hoped the Olympics would re- 
vitalize the city. The city had begun push- 
ing to bring the 1996 games to the city years 
earlier, and had been able to win out as the 
site over Athens, Greece, for the centennial, 
or 100th anniversary, of the reinstatement 
of the ancient games begun in Greece. 


1996, agents of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms (ATF) searched for clues. ATF 
agents later said it was the largest bomb of its type they had ever encountered. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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While the city’s business and govern- 
ment leaders hoped the games would 
showcase their city, for Richard Jewell it 
was a paycheck, albeit a small one, until 
he could get back into the area of work he 
always dreamed of — law enforcement. 

Named after famed race car driver 
Richard Petty, Jewell had a fairly normal 
upbringing, active in the Royal Ambassa- 
dors (the Southern Baptist version of the 
Boy Scouts) at the Brookhaven Baptist 
Church in Atlanta. He was adopted by his 
mother’s second husband, John Jewell, 
and given his last name. Unfortunately, in 
Richard’s first year at Georgia Tech, John 
lost his job, then abandoned the family, 
never to be seen again. 

Richard Jewell was forced to quit col- 
lege and take a job in an automobile re- 
pair shop, then went to work as a supply 
clerk for the U.S. Small Business Admin- 
istration (SBA). There, he made one good 
friend, Watson Bryant, an SBA lawyer. 
Bryant was a libertarian, who often fought 
his own agency over what he considered 
its mistreatment of small-business owners. 

Eventually, Jewell landed a job as a 
security guard at Richway (now Target), 
where his quick eye caught several shop- 
lifters. After initially being unsuccessful at 
obtaining his “dream” job in law enforce- 
ment, largely because he was overweight, 
he finally obtained a job as a deputy sher- 
iff in Habersham County, about 80 miles 
northeast of Atlanta. There he took every 
law-enforcement course he could, to make 
himself a better cop. 

But after five years working for Haber- 
sham County, he smashed his deputy’s 
cruiser into a police car during some 
horseplay, and was demoted to working 
the jail. He quit, and took a job at Pied- 
mont College, a Baptist college in De- 
morest, as a campus cop. Unfortunately 
for him, he developed a tendency to issue 
warnings outside of his jurisdiction, even 
after the campus police chief told him to 
stop, once again putting Jewell out of a 
job. 

This forced a move back in with his 
mother in Atlanta until he could some- 
how wrangle another law-enforcement 
position. With the great need for security 
personnel at the Olympic games, it was 
no problem for Jewell to get hired, putting 
him in the position to save scores, perhaps 
hundreds, of park revelers. 
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‘ A. 7 
Vindication: Shortly after receiving the letter from the U.S. Department of Justice in October 


1996 that he was no longer a suspect in the park explosion, Richard Jewell was met by the media 
outside his Atlanta apartment. Much of the same media had reported on the FBI investigation in 
such a way as to give the public the presumption that Jewell had done the bombing himself. 


In the early morning hours following 
the bombing, Jewell was interviewed 
by law-enforcement investigators four 
times. By the next day, Richard Jewell 
was a national hero. He was interviewed 
by CNN, with its headquarters in Atlanta. 
While at CNN, he met then-Speaker of 
the House Newt Gingrich, and then-U.S. 
Senator Sam Nunn, both of Georgia, who 
shook his hand and thanked him for his 
quick actions, which saved so many lives. 
NBC’s Tom Brokaw, a newscaster great- 
ly admired by Richard’s mother, inter- 
viewed him. Katie Couric praised him in 
another interview. AT&T even gave him 
tickets to the Olympic baseball game. 


From Hero to Villain 
But while Jewell was basking in national 
adulation, state and federal law enforce- 
ment had begun their investigation into 
who had planted the bomb. The Behavior- 
al Science Unit (BSU) of the FBI began 
its work within two hours of the bombing, 
listening to a 911 tape in which a caller 
had said, “There is a bomb in Centennial 
Park. You have thirty minutes.” 

The profilers went to work. They 


38 


quickly identified Jewell as a likely sus- 
pect, based on his background as a single 
white man living with his mother, and as 
a “wanna be cop.” The report described 
Jewell as giving “every indication of suf- 
fering an inadequate personality and re- 
quires the trappings of a law enforcement 
officer (badge, uniform, etc.) to command 
respect.... Unfortunately, for him, he has 
lost his jobs in law enforcement and, 
therefore, is without those things which 
he needs to feel like a complete man.” 

The BSU theorized that Jewell had 
planted the bomb himself, then he had 
alerted other security about it, so as to 
make himself a hero. 

An old acquaintance of Jewell who was 
then with the Georgia Bureau of Investiga- 
tion (GBI) ostensibly went over to visit his 
heroic “friend,” but the agent was wear- 
ing a wire while they dined on lasagna at 
Jewell’s mother’s apartment. Fortunately 
for Jewell, he said nothing incriminating. 

One could argue that the GBI and the 
FBI were simply doing their jobs in check- 
ing out the possibility that Jewell was the 
bomber, not a hero — after all, a local 
police officer had supposedly discovered 
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a bomb (which did not go off) during 
the 1984 Olympics in Los Angeles, but it 
was soon uncovered that he had actually 
planted the bomb, desirous of being a hero. 
Nevertheless, there seemed to be too much 
focus on Jewell. 

The case of Richard Jewell is a power- 
ful demonstration of how myopic criminal 
investigations can become and, coupled 
with a media feeding frenzy, can destroy 
an innocent man. The president of Pied- 
mont College and his police chief soon 
contributed to the frenzy, contacting au- 
thorities to inform them that Jewell was 
“in possession of ‘how to make bombs’ 
cookbooks.” (Of course, the same thing 
could almost certainly be said about 
agents in the GBI and the FBI). Piedmont 
President Ray Cleere even told the GBI 
that Jewell “always wanted to be a hero.” 

While the “lone wolf” thesis was ap- 
plied to Jewell by investigators, based on 
the BSU profile, the 911 call was placed 
on a pay phone at the same time that 
Jewell was in the presence of multiple 
witnesses at the park. Discounting this 
contradiction to their profile, investiga- 
tors modified their theory to conclude that 
Jewell must have had an accomplice. 

At this point in the narrative, Jewell was 
still being hailed publicly as a hero, but a 
highly aggressive reporter for the Atlanta 
Journal-Constitution (AJC), a young and at- 
tractive Kathy Scruggs, was able to wrangle 
the information that Jewell was the focus of 
the investigation from FBI agent Don John- 
son, according to the book The Suspect, 
co-authored by Kent Alexander and Kevin 
Salwen. Alexander was the U.S. attorney in 
Atlanta at the time of the bombing. 

Clint Eastwood’s movie Richard Jewell 
indicates Scruggs exchanged sex for the 
tip. In The Suspect, Alexander and Salwen 
note that Scruggs had a reputation as a re- 
porter who “sleeps with her sources,” and 
routinely dressed provocatively. But since 
only Scruggs and Johnson would know 
the truth of the film’s implication that she 
traded sex for the tip (and both are now 
deceased), viewers should understand that 
movies often take what they like to call 
“artistic license” with historical facts. 

However she obtained the information, 
her newspaper replaced the story “Guards’ 
Quick Thinking Saves Lives,” already on 
the presses, with her explosive article, 
“FBI Suspects ‘Hero’ Guard May Have 
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Planted Bomb.” Managing Editor John 
Walter personally wrote the headline. 


The FBI “Training” Video Ruse 

Before Jewell saw the rapidly changing 
media narrative, he was asked by the FBI 
to come in for an “interview.” On his way 
to the FBI building, some media camped 
outside of his mother’s apartment had 
asked him if he “did it,” leading Jewell to 
ask the agents if he was a suspect. Agent 
Don Johnson assured him that he was a 
“key witness,” and that they would like 
him to help them make a training video 
for first responders. 

Always willing to help fellow “cops,” 
Jewell agreed. And no “cops” were greater 
in his estimation than those of the FBI. 
Unbeknown to Jewell, however, while the 
taped interview was going on, an FBI law- 
yer was next door working on the search 
warrant of the Jewell apartment. A prison 
cell was already prepared at Atlanta Federal 
Penitentiary for Jewell — if he confessed. 

Johnson told Jewell to waive his Mi- 
randa rights as part of the training video, 
but Jewell saw through the ruse, and real- 
ized that they believed he was the bomber. 
Still, after failing to reach his lawyer friend 
Watson Bryant, he signed the form. In the 
movie depiction, Jewell did not sign it at 
all. At first, when Bryant called the FBI, an 
agent or someone unknown at the FBI de- 
nied Jewell was even present at their facil- 


ity. But after listening to a phone message 
from Jewell, Bryant hit Star 69 to determine 
where his call had originated — it was the 
same FBI number he had just called. 

The search of the Jewell apartment re- 
vealed he had 14 firearms, over a half-doz- 
en knives, and the book Outrage: The Five 
Reasons Why O.J. Simpson Got Away With 
Murder. They even confiscated his moth- 
er’s Tupperware, which they ruined with 
permanent markers. (His mother’s eventual 
lawsuit netted her $2,500 in compensation.) 

Soon, the media’s coverage assumed 
Jewell as the culprit. Even the Tonight 
Show’s Jay Leno made jokes assuming 
Jewell’s guilt. One sports columnist com- 
pared Jewell to the serial killer Wayne 
Williams, also from Atlanta. 

Jewell’s lawyer, Watson Bryant, realiz- 
ing his limitations as a commercial con- 
tracts lawyer, brought in a criminal defense 
lawyer (Jack Martin) and a civil litigation 
lawyer to help Jewell. After interviewing 
Jewell, Martin concluded that Jewell had 
not done the bombing, although he was 
amused that Jewell admitted to him that 
he had not paid his taxes in two years. 

Despite an exhaustive investigation, the 
FBI could find no evidence that Jewell had 
committed the crime (although agent Don 
Johnson insisted until his dying day that he 
believed Jewell had something to do with 
it). Finally, U.S. Attorney Alexander and 
Jewell lawyer Martin met, and Alexander 
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Support: Paul Walter Hauser, who played Richard Jewell in the movie, accompanies Jewell’s mother, 
Bobi Jewell, for the premiere at Hollywood’s historic TCL Chinese Theatre on November 20, 2019. 
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gave Jewell’s lawyer a letter: “This is to 
advise you that based on the evidence de- 
veloped to date, your client, Richard Jewell 
is not a target of the federal criminal inves- 
tigation into the bombing on July 27, 1996, 
at Centennial Olympic Park in Atlanta.” 

Two days after the non-target letter was 
released, Jewell met with the media. He 
told them, “I am a man who from July 
30th until October 26th lived every wak- 
ing minute of those 88 days afraid that I 
would be arrested and charged with a hor- 
rible crime, a crime I did not commit. For 
88 days I lived a nightmare.” 

Jewell then addressed the way the FBI 
and the media had treated him during that 
time: “In its rush to show the world how 
quickly it could get its man, the FBI tram- 
pled on my rights as a citizen. In its rush 
for headlines that the hero was the bomber, 
the media cared nothing for my feelings as 
a human being. In their mad rush to fulfill 
their own personal agendas, the FBI and 
the media almost destroyed me and my 
mother.” 

Eventually, NBC settled with Jewell 
for $595,000. CNN coughed up $200,000. 
The New York Post handed over nearly a 
half-million dollars, and Piedmont Col- 
lege eventually settled for $325,000. How- 
ever, courts finally ruled that the Journal- 
Constitution had not committed libel, as 
it simply reported the fact that Jewell was 
the central target of the investigation. 

Jewell eventually moved on to work in 
small-town deputy sheriff’s offices, and 
married, but 10 years after the bombing, 
he died of a heart attack, at only 44 years 
of age. Before his death, Jewell would 
make an annual trip to Centennial Park to 
place a rose and a note on the spot where 
Alicia Hawthorne had died. After Jewell’s 
death, his widow, Dana, continues the 
practice, only she now places two roses 
on the spot, one for Richard Jewell. 

Fortunately, Jewell lived long enough to 
witness the 2005 confession, in open court, 
of Eric Rudolph to the Atlanta bombing 
(along with three other bombings). Ru- 
dolph is now serving a life prison term. 

“The heroes are soon forgotten. The 
villains last a lifetime,” Jewell told the 
Associated Press in an interview years 
later. “I dare say more people know I was 
called a suspect than know I was the one 
who found the package and know I was 
cleared.” 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Backlash Against Gun 
Control in Virginia 


The Washington Post reported on No- 
vember 23 about how pro-gun-rights 
Virginians continue to stick to their guns, 
so to speak, when it comes to the Sec- 
ond Amendment. A Board of Supervisors 
meeting in Amelia County was packed 
to the gills with supporters of a Second 
Amendment sanctuary ordinance. This 
column has previously written about 
this concept in which local municipali- 
ties pass resolutions that state they won’t 
permit the enforcement of any gun-con- 
trol laws that violate the Second Amend- 
ment. The large crowd demanded that 
the Board of Supervisors declare Amelia 
County a Second Amendment sanctu- 
ary, part of a larger movement spreading 
like wildfire throughout the state. Both 
chambers of the state’s general assembly 
came under Democratic control in the 
past election, and when the new legis- 
lative session begins in January, Demo- 
cratic politicians have already made it 
known, new gun-control laws will be on 
their agenda. 

The list of county governments that 
have passed Second Amendment sanc- 
tuary bills include Charlotte, Campbell, 
Carroll, Appomattox, Patrick, Dinwid- 
die, Pittsylvania, Lee, and Giles. Ame- 
lia Sheriff Ricky L. Walker assured the 
crowd that he wouldn’t comply with an 
unconstitutional seizure of guns. “My 
oath of office is to uphold the Consti- 
tution of the United States,” he told the 
crowd. Clay Scott, a construction project 
manager, spoke to the growing rural- 
urban divide that has split the state and 
addressed concerns that the cosmopoli- 
tan North is going to force its will on 
the rural southern part of the state. “We 
need to send a signal to Richmond about 
Northern Virginia. We don’t want their 
influence to affect us down here. We’re 
very different people,” Scott was report- 
ed by the Post to have said. The Board of 
Supervisors won’t vote on the resolution 
until next month, but the large showing 
of people sent a message that there is le- 
gitimate support for its passage. The Post 
reported that around 300 people showed 
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up. Philip Van Cleave, president of the 
Virginia Citizen Defense League, told 
the Post, “I’ve never seen anything like 
this.... Everything has exploded right 
now. Gun owners are awake.” 

House of Delegates member John J. 
McGuire III (R-Henrico) told the assem- 
bled crowd that he was seeking next year’s 
GOP nomination to challenge U.S. Repre- 
sentative Abigail Spanberger (D-Va.), and 
got a good reaction when he said, “I don’t 
understand what part of ‘shall not infringe’ 
they don’t understand.” 

Other residents made passionate 
speeches about the Second Amendment 
and what it means to them. Troy Carter 
told the crowd that he was “a proud de- 
scendant of a Revolutionary soldier that 
fought four and a half years to free our 
land.... Our forefathers bled on this very 
ground in Virginia for this very reason. 
The Second Amendment is ours. Our fore- 
fathers fought for it. I’m sending this mes- 
sage to Ralph Northam because Virginia is 
here, and we are awake.” 

Allison Crews was the sole dissenting 
voice in the audience and explained that 
she was a member of the anti-gun group 
Moms Demand Action, but she even had 
to admit that she was blown away by the 
size of the crowd. “I wish we’d see those 
crowds for things like water quality in 
the town, or the school system,” Crews 
said. The Board of Supervisors will vote 
on the resolution at their next meeting, 
which has been moved to a high-school 
auditorium to accommodate the antici- 
pated large turnout. 

All of this public outcry is not sitting 
well with the gun-grabbing ideologues 
who thought that Virginia residents would 
roll over and comply with their gun- 
control agenda. Lori Haas, the Virginia 
state director for the Coalition to Stop 
Gun Violence, wrote an editorial in the 
Roanoke Times on November 27 mocking 
the concerned citizens and belittling them 
for taking a stand for the Second Amend- 
ment. Haas claimed the “gun lobby” is 
behind this movement and derided the 
people involved for being “AR-15 tot- 
ing white men.” Haas, who from her ap- 
pearance looks to also be white, did not 
bother to explain why being a white man 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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should disqualify someone from political 
engagement. Haas went further in deni- 
grating these efforts and said that Second 
Amendment sanctuaries are “symbolic 
gestures” that are only being passed in 
“rural, conservative areas.” Apparently 
Haas believes that if an area is rural or 
conservative, then it means those areas 
don’t count and they shouldn’t be al- 
lowed to have a say in what happens to 
their gun rights. “Now that commonsense 
has finally prevailed, the gun lobby is left 
with empty gestures and gimmicks. They 
are worried because change is coming to 
Virginia.... [The new gun control] will be 
enforced and applied statewide and ap- 
plicable to all Virginia citizens in every 
county. The reality is that these sanctu- 
ary declarations are not worth the piece 
of paper that they are printed on.” 

Haas seems pretty confident that, now 
that the Democrats control the state gov- 
ernment, no one will be able to stand in 
their way, and it angers her to see that 
some Americans still believe they have 
recourse to protect their God-given Sec- 
ond Amendment rights. But it would ap- 
pear Haas’s bitter and caustic tone was 
her way to mask her concern that this 
widespread movement all over the state 
is going to prevent her desired gun con- 
trol measures from being passed. This 
would be understandable considering 
the measures to enact Second Amend- 
ment sanctuaries. 

In a stunning reversal, the Washington 
Free Beacon reported on December 10 
that “Virginia Democratic leaders aban- 
doned their gun confiscation proposal 
Monday following a grassroots outpour- 
ing of opposition to gun control across 
the state.” While this is a welcome de- 
velopment, it should serve as a reminder 
that politicians will only back down if 
they see that there will be political re- 
percussions at the ballot box. The popu- 
lar outpouring of support for gun rights 
sent them that message and, contrary to 
the rantings of the anti-gun Haas, the 
resolutions were definitely effective in 
stopping her and other like-minded to- 
talitarians from infringing on the Second 
Amendment. Mf 

— PATRICK KREY 
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It’s the (Growing) 
Economy, Stupid 


ITEM: The cover story for Time maga- 
zines double issue dated December 2-9, 
2019, entitled (online) “How America’s 
Elites Lost Their Grip,” charges that the 
nation s top “1% behaved badly” of late, 
then decides that behavior has “helped 
bring about a reckoning with capitalism.” 
Examples cited include “late sexual pred- 
ator and maybe tycoon” Jeffrey Epstein 
and how “wealth and privilege” fueled 
the “college-bribery scandal.” 

The Time piece sees, with clear de- 
light, “the possibility that this age of 
capital, in which money was the ultimate 
organizing principle of American life, 
could actually end.” 

From such presuppositions comes this 
conclusion: “The choice facing Americans 
is whether we want to be a society organ- 
ized around moneys thirsts, a playground 
for the whims of billionaires, or whether we 
wish to be a democracy. The second Gilded 
Age will end at some point.” 

The article’s author believes that de- 

mocracy will bring about “an era defined 
culturally by renewed public purpose and 
politically by the restoration of the state 
in areas where people are too powerless 
to solve problems of their own — defined 
by the use of shared institutions to solve 
shared problems.” 
ITEM: The cover story of the London- 
based Economist dated October 26 touts 
“Elizabeth Warren’s many plans’ that 
“would reshape American capitalism.” 
Using as a premise the inflated worries 
about the “long-term shift toward inequal- 
ity,” the magazine lauds many (though not 
all) of her proposals. These include “a na- 
tionalised health-care plan proposed by 
Mr Sanders which Ms Warren endorses”; 
Warren’s “Stop Wall Street Looting Act,” 
which would put “private equity” “at 
risk”; and her threatened breaking up of 
large companies and potential “unwind- 
ing” of mergers that were previously al- 
lowed by federal regulators. 

Warren, the Economist notes, “is not 
just seeking to change the rules for busi- 
ness. She also sees a big role for govern- 
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She should point elsewhere: House Speaker Nancy Pelosi has been chastising Republicans for 
destroying the poor and the middle class, even as the economy booms and those groups grow 


wealthier. 


ment in making America competitive: a 
role built on industrial policy and pro- 
tectionism. A new uber-agency called the 
Department of Economic Development 
would be charged with creating American 
Jobs.” 

ITEM: On November 1 — amid the then-lat- 
est official reports showing the United States 
to be enjoying the strongest labor market in 
half a century; rising revisions beyond al- 
ready good jobs totals; an unemployment 
rate for African-Americans dropping to a 
record low; and average hourly earnings 
picking up — House Speaker Nancy Pelosi 
(D-Calif.) appeared distraught: “The Octo- 
ber jobs report offers further evidence that 
the Republicans’ disastrous special interest 
agenda is hollowing out the middle class 
while enriching the wealthy and well-con- 
nected. Clearly, the GOP Tax Scam has left 
our country with nothing but broken prom- 
ises and an underperforming economy.” 
CORRECTION: It is said that a wise man (or 
woman) reflects before he (or she) speaks; 
a fool speaks and reflects on what he (or 
she) has uttered. There shouldn’t be much 
argument about where Pelosi fits. Mean- 
while, the major Democratic presidential 
candidates and allied members of Con- 
gress are preying on American capitalism 
and sabotaging the marketplace — doing 
their utmost to transform our economy 


into one completely dominated by the 
central government. 

This is what the left-wingers oppose: 
According to the Labor Department, U.S. 
nonfarm employers added 266,000 new 
workers in November; that total was more 
than double the pace of hiring the previous 
month and almost 50-percent higher than 
had been forecast by economists. Unem- 
ployment matched a 50-year low of 3.5 per- 
cent, and wages were up 3.1 percent from a 
year earlier. The University of Michigan’s 
gauge of consumer sentiment also rose. 

Other reports, from the Census Bureau, 
found real median family income up 1.2 
percent from 2017 to 2018 and real me- 
dian earnings up 3.4 percent. At the same 
time, the number of full-time, year-round 
workers increased by 2.3 million and the 
poverty rate dropped, with 1.4 million 
people officially leaving poverty. 

Encouraging numbers continue. Of 
course, the economy isn’t perfect. It never 
is. Naturally, to balance the good news 
nationally, the New York Times for No- 
vember | spent more than 1,600 words 
(“What Recovery? Life on the Edge’’) and 
multiple photos profiling one individual 
unable to find a steady, full-time job. You 
can count on the Left to emphasize any 
economic warts or perceived weaknesses 
(more on that below). 
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The public isn’t blind. The economy was a 
key reason behind two relatively recent win- 
ning presidential races. Bill Clinton’s cam- 
paign message stressed “It’s the economy, 
stupid,” while Ronald Reagan’s success- 
ful effort asked voters, “Are you better off 
than you were four years ago?” When that 
question was asked by a recent Economist/ 
YouGov poll, here was the result (among reg- 
istered voters): 50 percent said yes and only 
32 percent said no (17 percent were not sure). 

Leading Democrats, meanwhile, talk 
one way and act another. Despite empty 
Democratic rhetoric about inequality, 
“higher taxes, hyper-regulation and in- 
come redistribution resulted in more in- 
equality during the Obama Presidency,” 
the Wall Street Journals editors observed 
this fall. Misrepresenting Trump’s actions, 
Warren and Sanders, among others, main- 
tain that U.S. workers barely share in the 
gains of today’s economy. Bernie even 
charges that there has been a “massive 
transfer of wealth from the middle class 
to the top one percent.” 

However, as pointed out by economic 
commentator Steve Moore, of late “the big- 
gest percentage gains in wages have been 
going to people in the lowest 20 percent of 
income.” And, as the Wall Street Journal 
reported in early December, “Wages are 
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Democratic dilemma: Democrats want to outlaw jobs that pay too low a wage (hurting unskilled 


growing faster for rank-and-file workers 
than some in higher pay brackets.” 

Nevertheless, Trump’s potential op- 
ponents want to turn the economy upside 
down. This past summer it was noted in 
RealClear Politics that the House Judicia- 
ry Committee had hired “a scholar popular 
for promoting government-forced corpo- 
rate breakups.” Antitrust action is in the 
wind — just waiting for Elizabeth War- 
ren or others of such ilk. Warren promises 
to be a trust-buster — even as she tries to 
build a monopoly herself. 

John McGinnis, a law professor at 
Northwestern, has this to say about the 
former Harvard law professor: On the one 
hand, he writes, Warren campaigns 


as a relentless opponent of monopoly 
and a proponent of vigorous antitrust 
enforcement. She wants to break up 
big tech, restrain big banks and try to 
reduce market concentration through- 
out the economy. On the other hand, 
she wants to erect an unshakable mo- 
nopoly in one of the largest sectors of 
the economy: health care. Ms. War- 
ren plans to ultimately make private 
medical insurance illegal and favors 
a government monopoly to replace 
their competition. 
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workers) and bring in millions of unskilled immigrants (hurting unskilled Americans), even as 
Republicans are building a booming economy, driving up wages. 
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Beyond McGinnis’ observations, War- 
ren also wants to push the corporate tax 
rate up to 35 percent (as do Sanders and 
South Bend mayor Pete Buttigieg). Those 
increased taxes would — according to a 
study by Erica York for the Tax Foundation 
— leave 413,000 Americans without work. 
The study also concludes such a move 
would reduce the long-run level of output 
by 2.1 percent and wages by 1.8 percent. 

Candidates Joe Biden, Warren, and oth- 
ers, as noted by the Washington Free Bea- 
con, have also pledged to reverse Trump’s 
2017 tax cuts and to “hike corporate tax 
rates to as high as 35 percent to fund ex- 
pensive government programs. Such poli- 
cies will discourage corporate investment, 
thereby limiting growth in wages, employ- 
ment, and productivity, according to an 
analysis from the Tax Foundation.” 

While it’s difficult to accurately predict 
long-term effects, the Tax Foundation has 
also estimated that the Trump-backed Tax 
Cuts and Jobs Act will increase long-run 
GDP by 1.7 percent, create 339,000 jobs, 
and raise wages by 1.5 percent. 

Then there is the proposed major hike in 
the federal minimum wage, which would 
help some and hurt many. It is favored by 
Elizabeth Warren, among others. A bill to 
increase the minimum wage was passed in 
the summer of 2019, largely pushed by the 
Democrats in the House (though it didn’t 
make it through the GOP-led Senate). As 
explained by Trey Kovacs, a labor policy 
analyst with the Competitive Enterprise 
Institute, this is a “poor anti-poverty tool, 
no matter how well-intentioned.” He cited 
a recent Congressional Budget Office re- 
port showing that the consequences of a 
$15 minimum wage would be millions of 
workers losing their jobs and families tak- 
ing home less income. As Kovacs noted: 


Rather than help unskilled and inex- 
perienced workers, a $15 minimum 
wage will cut off the first rung of the 
career ladder for many. By raising 
the minimum wage, businesses will 
choose to hire more productive em- 
ployees. This leaves less productive 
workers — the target of minimum 
wage policies — out of a job and 
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deprived of the opportunity to gain 
the skills necessary to get higher paid 
employment. 


The CBO report, entitled “The Effects 
on Employment and Family Income of 
Increasing the Federal Minimum Wage,” 
also found that a hike in the minimum 
wage would over time even reduce the na- 
tion’s output and “reduce business income 
and raise prices as higher labor costs were 
absorbed by business owners and then 
passed on to consumers.” 

The late economist Murray Rothbard, 
a free-market advocate of the Austrian 
school, was typically more direct in his 
criticism on this topic, calling a minimum 
wage “compulsory unemployment.” The 
law in such a case, as Rothbard wrote in 
1988, just says: “It is illegal, and therefore 
criminal, for anyone to hire anyone else 
below the level of X dollars an hour.” The 
minimum-wage law, he stressed, “pro- 
vides no jobs; it only outlaws them; and 
outlawed jobs are the inevitable result.” 
This, remember, is what the Democrats are 
vowing to do if they take over Congress 
and the White House. 

Meanwhile, the mainstream media is 
doing its worst to pan or downplay the 
nation’s economy under Trump. Some 
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are unabashedly rooting for a recession. 
(The most egregious example may be 
that of Bill Maher, a comedian/political 
commentator/television host who has ad- 
mitted, “I’m hoping for it [a recession] 
because I think one way you get rid of 
Trump is to crash the economy. So please, 
bring on the recession.”) 

Here are some mainstream pieces talk- 
ing down the economy (as collected by the 
Media Research Center’s “Newsbusters”: 
From the New York Times, “How the Re- 
cession of 2020 Could Happen”; from 
CNBC, “Is there a recession coming? 
Keep an eye on these key indicators”; 
and, from Vox, “Why everybody’s worried 
about a recession again” and “Recessions, 
and the fear that another one is just around 
the corner, explained.” 

Examples of media slanting and dis- 
tortion — as long as they reflect poorly 
on Trump — are legion. Here’s a couple 
more from Clifford Thies, a professor of 
economics and finance at Shenandoah 
University, writing for the Heartland In- 
stitute. This past fall, he commented about 
a survey of business economists that had 
just found that “only 4 percent said they 
expected a recession to begin by the end 
of the year.” But, as the professor com- 
mented, that is not 


what the fake news reported. The 
Washington Post, for example, head- 
lined “3 out of 4 economists predict 
a U.S. recession by 2021.” The fact 
that very few economists expect a re- 
cession in the near term was buried in 
articles or not reported at all. 

The forecast of an imminent and 
even a disastrous recession has been 
continually pushed by the fake news 
since Trump’s election. The day after 
that election, Paul Krugman, writing 
for the New York Times, said, Al Gore- 
like, “we are very probably looking 
at a global recession, with no end in 
sight.” Yet here we are with an econo- 
my that has been growing continuous- 
ly for the longest period in history.” 


Of course it is true that expansions don’t 
last forever. And stock markets can go 
both down and up. But such ideological 
critics are like pessimists who burn their 
bridges before they get to them. And if 
their wishes could burn down our bridges, 
many would be part of the arson lobby. 

You can still find good news in some 
quarters. As noted not long ago by Ameri- 
cans for Tax Reform, there are “157 mil- 
lion Americans in the workforce and the 
labor force participation rate is at 63.3 per- 
cent, a stark contrast to the 40-year lows 
seen under the Obama administration.” 

These days, as noted by CBS News on 
November 27, some researchers have come 
up with a new metric (the Job Quality Index, 
or JQI) that purports to show that “more and 
more jobs ... offer inadequate pay.” Their 
metric plucks the suitable numerators and 
denominators to prove that there is “a grow- 
ing number of low-paying jobs relative to 
employment with above-average pay.” The 
JQI “will be updated and released on the 
same day the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
releases monthly jobs figures,” said CBS 
News, citing one of its creators. 

This phenomenon has reportedly been 
ongoing for three decades. Isn’t it fortu- 
nate that the measurement was invented 
during the Trump years? 

Truth seems to be so valuable that many 
people economize when using it. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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Democrats’ Paper Tiger Impeachment 


t’s official. 
I Democrats have made 

Donald J. Trump the third 
American president to be 
impeached. And in all likeli- 
hood, he will soon be the third 
president to be acquitted in a 
Senate impeachment trial. 

Despite the bursting head- 
lines and the melodramatic 
one-liners from the pundits, 
the impeachment of the 45th 
president of the United States 
is ultimately anti-climactic for 
one reason: No one, not a sin- 
gle person, is surprised by it. 

That Democrats would 
impeach the president was a 
foregone conclusion — from 
the moment Donald Trump won the presidency in 2016. 

Democrats have spent the last three years since then looking 
for a reason — any reason — to oust the man who for millions of 
Americans has come to symbolize the hope that the great Ameri- 
can experiment can still be saved from the claws of a tyrannical 
establishment, that America truly can be made great again. 

But with three years to dig up dirt and with the advantage 
of the Deep State and the mainstream media on their side, the 
results of the Democrats’ fishing expedition are painfully un- 
derwhelming. 

Of everything they could have pinned on President Trump, 
the two impeachment articles against him are the thoroughly 
unexciting “abuse of power” and “obstruction of Congress.” 

Where’s the charge of treason? Where’s the charge of bribery? 
After all, House Democrats such as Speaker Nancy Pelosi and 
Intelligence Committee Chair Adam Schiff were quick to throw 
the word “bribery” around before they actually had to commit 
themselves to anything that would be held to legal scrutiny. 

“T don’t think there’s any question that the uncontested facts 
show this president solicited a bribe,” Schiff told NPR in De- 
cember of President Trump’s alleged quid pro quo with Ukrai- 
nian President Volodymyr Zelensky to have the foreign leader 
investigate the business dealings of Hunter and Joe Biden in 
exchange for military aid. 

“The bribe is to grant or withhold military assistance in return 
for a public statement of a fake investigation into the elections. 
That’s bribery,” Pelosi said. “What the president has admitted 
to and says it’s ‘perfect,’ I say it’s perfectly wrong. It’s bribery.” 

While the Constitution does list bribery (along with treason and 
“other high crimes and misdemeanors”) as an impeachable of- 
fense, the implication in Article II, Section 4 is that it would be an 
impeachable action for the American president to accept bribes. 
Bribing foreign leaders has been the policy of governments — in- 
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cluding this one — since time 
immemorial. Have we already 
forgotten Obama’s delivery of 
$1.7 billion in cash palettes to 
Iran? If bribing foreign gov- 
ernments were the standard, 
every president would have 
been impeached by now. 

Of course, it didn’t help 
Pelosi and Schiff’s “bribery” 
case that Zelensky himself 
has repeatedly said there was 
no quid pro quo and no pres- 
sure to investigate the Bidens. 
Ukraine got the military aid, 
and the announcement by the 
European country of a probe 
into the former vice president 
never materialized. 

It’s no surprise that Pelosi ultimately got wet feet about a 
bribery charge, though she deflected when asked about the lack 
of a bribery article by saying she isn’t a lawyer. 

What we’re left with, then, is “abuse of power,” which boils 
down to the idea that President Trump jeopardized national secu- 
rity by delaying military aid to a nation all the way on the other 
side of the Atlantic — aid that Obama himself never provided 
the Ukrainians. And, allegedly, the president was motivated by 
a desire to harm his probable 2020 opponent, Joe Biden. 

Would Democrats have been so quick to cry “election in- 
terference” had Hillary Clinton won in 2016 and investigated 
Trump’s supposed Russia ties once in office? 

And then there’s “obstruction of Congress,” a non-crime that 
means Democrats are mad at the president for not letting certain 
administration officials testify during the impeachment hear- 
ings. But they apparently weren’t mad enough to take the White 
House to court and compel their testimonies, as they could have 
done had they wanted to. 

During the House Judiciary Committee hearings, George 
Washington University Law School Professor Jonathan Turley, 
an admitted anti-Trumper, said the Ukraine allegations would 
be remembered as “the shortest proceeding, with the thinnest 
evidentiary record, and the narrowest grounds ever used to 
impeach a president. That does not bode well for future presi- 
dents who are working in a country often sharply and, at times, 
bitterly divided.” 

Turley’s prediction that the Ukraine controversy “would eas- 
ily collapse in a Senate trial” will now be put to the test. Will 
Democrats’ impeachment bid backfire on them come election 
time? Probably. Will it set a negative precedent of partisan im- 
peachments? Almost certainly. Do they care? Clearly not. 

Democrats are sold on impeachment. But garnering a political 
victory from it seems a hard check to cash. 
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In The Shadows Of The Deep State 


NOW IN ITS THIRD PRINTING!! In 2016, a sea change occurred within the body politic 
of America. Regardless of what you think of Donald Trump, he came to epitomize the 
anger and frustration of a sizable segment of the American people. Yet there are those en- 
trenched in the federal government bureaucracy who are actively working against Trump’s 
America First agenda. Americans now know this as the Deep State. In the Shadows of the 
Deep State exposes the Deep State (aka the Swamp or the Establishment) its key players, 
its agenda, and explains how it can be stopped. It includes 2019 CFR list & two new ad- 
dendums. (2019ed, pb, 378pp, 1-4/$10.95ea; 5-9/$9.00ea; 10-23/$7.50ea; 24+/$6.45ea) 
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Wait Till It’s Free — DVD 


This documentary film by Colin Gunn goes miles beneath the surface of ObamaCare to 
expose the 100-year progression of socialized medicine in America. It outs the eerie truth 
about waiting lines, death panels, and total disregard for human life in socialized health- 
care systems. (2014, 83min, 1-4/$19.95ea; 5-9/$17.95ea; 10+/ $16.95ea) DVDWTF 


Crimes of the Educators 


Crimes of the Educators reveals how the architects of America’s public-schools disaster im- 
plemented a plan to socialize the United States by knowingly and willingly dumbing down 
the population, a mission closer to success than ever before as schools are nationalized via 
Common Core. (2015, 368pp, hb, 1/$21.95ea; 2-4/$20.95ea; 5+/$18.95ea) BKCEPB 


The Freedom Index — REPRINT 


A congressional scorecard based on the U.S. Constitution for the 116th Congress — votes 
1-10 and descriptions. This is a 12-page, four-color reprint adapted from The Freedom 
Index that appeared in the November 18, 2019 issue of THE NEw AMERICAN — pgs. 24-34. 
(2019, 12pp, 1-24/$0.50ea; 25-99/$0.40ea; 100+/$0.35ea) RPFI1119 


Go to ShopJBS.org or call 1-800-342-6491 to order! 
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A Physician's Solution to Healthcare — DVD 


Neither of the country’s main political parties has a plan to dramatically lower healthcare 
costs and extend medical services to all of the needy — Dr. Alieta Eck has such a plan. 
(2010, 7min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 
1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDPSH 


Alive and Well 


Dr. Binzel relates many interesting and outrageous examples of efforts by government 
and other health authorities to prevent him from fulfilling the desire of patients to select 
the type of treatment they desire. Also, the story of an astonishing 20-year record of treat- 
ing cancer patients with strict nutrition therapy, including a total nutritional program 
with a list of foods essential for health. (1994ed, 143pp, pb, 1/$17.95ea; 2+/$16.95ea) 
BKAAW 


Council on Foreign Relations — BOOKLET 


Despite promises of “change; as uttered by Jimmy Carter, Ronald Reagan, and Barack 
Obama, successive presidential administrations have in common the fact that important 
posts are staffed by individuals from the same small organizations, which direct our na- 
tion’s policies. Now includes 2016 CER list! (2016ed, 39pp, 1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.25ea; 
25-49/$2.00ea; 50-99/$1.70ea; 100+/$1.50ea) BKLTCFR 


George Washington's Secret Six: 
The Spies Who Saved America 
George Washington and his rag-tag band of Continental soldiers would likely have lost 


the war were it not for six individuals Washington employed as a secretive spy ring. 
(2019, hb, 176pp; $24.95) BKGWSS 
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PRISM: Any medium that resolves a seemingly simple matter into its elements 
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